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INTRODUCTION 

In describing a forest there are oertain siethods and techniques which 

are standard practice among foresters. First, a general reconnaisance is 

made to locate boundaries. Existing up to date detailed asps assist the 

forester in this regard. Vert, a fairly thorough inspection is made of the 

entire property to locate areas having trees of Basilar species, sizes and 

ages. These groupings are called Stands and are later delineated on a nap 

called a Timber type Map. 

Each separate Stand is then sampled using random plots so that specific 

data are collected. In this particular case, the following criteria were 

investigated: 

1• Species 

2. Diameter 

3* Tree condition 

4. Basal Area * 

Additional information can and should be collected based upon the needs 
and objectives of the property owner. Sons of the nore inportant character­
i s t i c s nay include: 

1. Board foot volume 

2, Age of the dominant trees 

3* Value of the Merchantable tinber 

4. An evaluation of the reproduction 

5. Accessibility of the area 

6. Terrain characteristics 

7. Presence or absence of disease 

This report atteats to cover the nost inportant descriptive aspects 

of the woodland. It should provide the reader with a sound, objective view 

of the timber resource and provide insights into the general nature of the 

environment of the forty two acres. 

* Basal Area (definition) The sum total of square feet of living trees 

growing on an average acre measured at breast height (four and a half feet 

above average ground level) 



LAND USE HI STORY 

A major portion of the forty two acres was pasture land as recently as 

the period of World war 1* This is easily determined by how old the trees 

are over the most of the old fields (Stands A and C) The stone walls which 

abound in the area are further proof of this assumption. Area B is populated 

by an older age class of trees which indicates abandonment at an earlier time. 

There are scattered trees most of which are growing within or adjacent 

to walls which were never harvested but acted to supply shade for farm animals. 

These are quite old, tend to be extremely branchy but are nearing their biolog­

ical maturity. These large specimens are conspicuous due partly to their large 

dimensions and to the contrast with the smaller, pole sise trees growing next 

to them. 

SOIL AND TOPOGBAPBY 

The soil on most of this property is classified as Hardin gravelly silt 

loam having 8 to 15% slopes. Briefly described, the soil is deep moderately 

well drained sloping glacial till derived from sandstone, shale and slate. 

It has a dense fragipan in the lower part of the subsoil. A thorough descrip­

tion of this particular soil type appears in the Soil Survey of Orange County 

USBA, Soil Conservation Service, dated October, 1981. 

Moderate slopes from nearly level to 29% prevail over most of the acreage. 

The north and northwestern portions contain some smaller locations of nearly 

level terrain. Drainage is poor to moderately poor in these spots. 

FOREST TYPE DESCRIPTIONS (See Forest lype Nap for locations) 

AREA A 

This forest Stand or grouping consists of 13*4 acres of gently sloping 

land fronting on Riley Road. It has a north and northwest aspect but tends 

to be quite level at its north end. Pioneer hardwoods dominate the woodland 

which is nearly 100% fully stocked with trees. Sixty percent of the tree 

population is made up of only three species of trees. They are white ash, 

31%, Red Maple, 16% and Black Cherry, 11%. An overwhelming majority of the 

trees are in the 4 inch to 10 inch diameters. Core samples revealed that 

most of the trees are 43 to 55 years of age. Lesser numbers of associated 

species are represented in this Stand. They include: Hickory, Sugar Maple, 

Swamp white Oak, Ironwood, white Oak, Elm and Gray Birch. 



In the north central aeotor of thie area there is an unusual oluster of 

large white oak trees which I denoted as Area £. These specimens are growing 

at a Moderately rapid rate and appear to be vigorous and healthy. A check of 

their age revealed an average age of 143 years* If left undisturbed, they 

could be expected to survive another ten decades or a ore. 

Host of the ground cover in this timber type is composed of poison ivy. 

Caution should be exercised by individuals who frequent these woods. This is 

particularly true for persons who are highly sensitive to the rash produced by 

this noxious vine. 

AREA. B 

This timber type extends over nearly one third of the central portion of 

the property - to be exact, 12.3 acres. It is classified as an Oak-Hickory 

stand of a somewhat older age class. It is my judgement that many of the 

largest trees in this timber "type are in the 100 year age class with smaller 

trees in the under story making up a much younger grouping. 

In this case, four species combine to occupy SQfjL of the total volume of 

timber. They include: Northern Red Oak, i6#f Red Maple, 16£, Swamp White Oak, 

14$, and White Ash, 14$. Less numerous species include Sugar Maple, Hickory, 

White Oak, Black Oak and film, (see attached tally sheets for more details). 

Lumber content is mostly found in trees over 12 inches in diameter. 

The larger elements in this stand are of merchantable sise and can be sold 

as logs in todays* economic climate. 

Within this timber type there is considerable variation of species which 

corollates with elevation. The south half contains most of the northern red 

oak, black oak and white oak. The northern or wetter half contains a larger 

proportion of swamp white oak, red maple and elm. 

Once again, the largest trees seem to be associated with the placement 

of stone walls. Many large crowned maples and oaks are scattered along in­

terior and boundary walls. They are no doubt remnants of the farming era 

when they provided shade for stock. 

ARE1 C 

This type extends from the northwest part of the tract along the west 

side and includes a large portion of the southwest corner. There is much sim­

ilarity between areas A and C. Both are immature, heavily populated with pole 

sized trees and contain relatively few sawtimber specimens. 
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About three quarters of the stocking combines three species: Red Maple, 

White Ash and Swamp White Oak. Pin Oak and Black Oak appear in much fewer 

numbers. A few locations oontain nearly lOOjJ Red Maple. This is an indic­

ation of poorly drained soil as well as the presence of a fragipan in the 

subsoil. 

At the extreme northern end of this typev 1 aged several of the largest 

Swamp White Oaks. The largest of these is over three feet in diameter breast 

high. The oldest tree I found to be 170 years of age. There may be an older 

tree on the property but I doubt it. 

A5EA D 

This type is best characterized aB brush or seedlings and saplings. It 

extends over only two acres in the extreme west central part of the property 

fronting on Noores Hill Road. This location has been disturbed by recent 

cutting as well as dumping and soil erosion. Seedlings of ash, maple and 

briars abound. A heavy infestation of weeds is also present. 

OBSERVATION'S AMD RECOMMBflDATIONS 

1. The forty two acres intended for subdivision contains a variety of 

species and tree sizes growing on moderately productive sites. Two distinct 

age classes predominate. The older more impressive trees are associated with 

the stone walls as previously noted. 

2. There are no rare or endangered species of tree or other plants on 

the property to the best of my knowledge. 

3. The subdivision plan has made provision for improving the drainage of 

those segments of the tract which at present are somewhat poorly drained. 

Drainage structures when installed will benefit the vigor of the timber al­

lowed to grow adjacent to the improved waterways. 

4. Maintenance of a forested environment can be easily assured if pro­

tection is guaranteed for the hardiest of the dominant, large diameter trees 

associated with the stone walls. 

5. As roads and utilities are installed, direct and indirect damage to 

unique trees must be carefully considered. Destruction to roots either by 

cutting, compacting or filling should be avoided whenever possible. 

October 21, 1987 

W a c k J.^araig, Forester \ 
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CERTIFICATE OF ALLOCATION :::v.1Jvr.-^ 

MOODNA CREEK DEVELOPMENT, LTD., a New York Corporation c/o 
Daroe Realty, 207 Lake Drive, Newburgh, New York 12550, (hereafter 
called MOODNA) hereby allocates, assigns and transfers to ALBERT 
DORFMAN residing at 730 Northwest 27th Avenue, Delray Beach, 
Florida 33445 (hereafter called DEVELOPER), who hereby receives 
and accepts, the unconditional, continuous and irrevocable right 
to twelve thousand four hundred (12,400.00) gallons of daily 
sanitary sewage treatment discharge capacity at the Town of New 
Windsor sewage treatment plant, allotted from the Majestic Sewer 
District total daily sewage treatment capacity (hereafter called 
TOTAL CAPACITY), for the exclusive use and benefit of thirty one . 
(31) single family residence dwellings comprising Section 2 of 
Blossom Heights Subdivision in the Town of New Windsor, Orange 
County, New York designated as tax map parcel Section 32, block 2, 
lot 44. 

MOODNA acknowledges and agrees to forebear from using daily 
sewage treatment discharge capacity that is part of the total 
capacity that is in excess of the total capacity as reduced by the 
twelve thousand four hundred (12,400) gallons of daily sewage 
treatment capacity allocated to DEVELOPER by this certificate. 

Dated ^kZ J?A. 1992 
¥ 

MOODNA DEVELOPMENT, LTD. 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE ) 
SS. 

On _th_is 
came GERALD 

,^L day of /?/*/!> 

KREISBERG, PRESIDENT 

1992, before me personally 
ISBERG, to me known, who being by me duly sworn, 

did depose and say that he resides at 45 Susan Drive, Newburgh, 
New York 12550? that he is the President of MOODNA CREEK 
DEVELOPMENT, LTD., the corporation described in and which executed 
the foregoing instrument; that he knows the seal of said 
corporation; that it was so affixed by order of the board of 
directors of said cornpor^^y^i^rrid that, he signed h^s name thereto 
by like order P ^ £ ^ site of-Nê YoA // — . >, 

No^w^a. iafeNot Public-State of New York Commission E*P«*»S«|*Dnw«*~» -?-

Consent to this certificate has been granted at a meeting 
held llthday of August 1 9 93 by the town board, Town of 
New Windsor. 

Dated: August 1993 TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

a~2L 

h e l d 
Cornwall . 

GRE^p^/SUPERVISOR 

Consent to this certificate has been granted at a meeting 
____:__; day of -__- 1992 by the town board, Town of 

Dated: 1992 

(CORNWALL CONSENT NOT REQUIRED) 

g n j - D 3 6 

TOWN OF CORNWALL 

By: 
RICHARD RANDAZZ0, SUPERVISOR 

rfeceivej */*7/?3 & 



RESULTS OF P.B. MEETING 

DATE i/ktMMfi //y/993 

PROJECT NAME:bJimA&L (AIMO^SMiQMm flJa.) PROJECT NUMBER &rn*5pofx/e*r>e. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * **"* * * * * 
* 

LEAD AGENCY: * NEGATIVE DEC: 
* 

M) S)__ VOTE:A N * M) S) VOTE:A N 
* 

CARRIED: YES NO * CARRIED: YES: NO 
* 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

PUBLIC HEARING: M) S) VOTE:A N 
WAIVED: YES NO 

SEND TO OR. CO. PLANKING: M) S) VOTE:A N YES NO 

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORT: M) S) VOTE:A N YES NO 

DISAPP: REFER TO Z. B. A. : M) S) VOTE: A N YES NO 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED: 

M) S) VOTE:A N APPR. CONDITIONALLY: 

NEED NEW PLANS: YES NO 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: 

r ffi 5" a.,„ // / ^ 
6s>7tf) £sz/ 
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I DepewAvenue Nya*t NtwYtnk 10960 (914) S58* 1778 fax: 358-3639 

\ \ \ K M V 

J u l y 2 3 , 1993 

Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 
Att: Mr. James Petro, Chairman 

RE: WINDSOR WOODS SUB-DIVISION 
(BLOSSOM HEIGHTS) 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Please accept this letter as a fdrmal request for a further 
extension of the preliminary approvals for Sections 2 and 3 
of the above referenced sub-division. The current approval 
extension expires on August 23, 1993. 

As you are aware, we a.re still working with the township of 
New Windsor to finalize the municipal sewer availability 
which we hope will be shortly forthcoming. 

We respectfully request a six (6) month extension on the 
current preliminary approval. 

Thank you in advance. I remain 

Saro4-̂ Si 1 verman , V.P. 
for Windsor Woods, (Blossom Heights) 

SS:at 

Sent v i a f a x on 7 / 2 3 / 9 ; 

(fa^xus 2/23/wJ 



FEBRUARY 24, 1993 

WINDSOR WOODS 

MR. PETRO: We received a letter from Windsor 
Woods Subdivision which is Blossom Heights. Dear 
Mr. Chairman, please accept this letter as a 
formal request for a further extension of 
preliminary approvals for Sections 2 and 3 of the 
above referenced subdivision. The current 
approval extension expires on February 26, 1993. 
As you are aware ve are still working with the 
township of New Windsor to finalize the municipal 
sewer availability which we hope will be shortly 
forthcoming. Upon confirmation of sewer 
availability we will immediately pursue the final 
approvals. We respectfully request a six month 
extension on the current preliminary approval. 
Thank you in advance. Saul Silverman, Vice 
President Windsor Woods, which is Blossom 
Heights, received February 23, 1993. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have no problem. 

MR. LANDER: One question. Mark, they had an 
extension before this or this is the first? 

MR. PETRO: Preliminary we can give as many as 
they want. 

MR. EDSALL: It's your discretion. There is no 
limit to how many extensions you can grant. This 
is for Sections 2 and 3 preliminary approval 
only. 

MR. PETRO: Correct. Being we have a sewer 
moratorium is that what's the problem here, 
obviously. 

MR. BABCOCK: Right. 

MR. PETRO: I think it's only fitting that we 
should grant their request. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I already put two and two 
together, I so move. 

MR. LANDER: Second. 



FEBRUARY 24, 1993 

MR. PETRO: Motion made and seconded to give 
Windsor Woods Subdivision, otherwise known as 
Blossom Heights, a six month extension for 
Sections 2 and 3. Sections 2 and 3 I guess 
that's it. It just says Sections 2 and 3. Mark, 
you know what sections, what subdivision map that 
is? 

MR. BABCOCK: Sections 2 and 3. Section 1 they 
are building on right now. 

MR. PETRO: It's the final two sections of their 
approved — 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: Any further discussion? Roll call. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Aye. 
MR. DUBALDI: Aye. 
MR. LANDER: Aye. 
MR. PETRO: Aye. 



SUBDIVISION FEES - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

MAJOR SUBDIVISION FEES: 

APPLICATION FEE $ 150.00 

ESCROW: 
RESIDENTIAL: 

LOTS e 150.00 (FIRST 4 LOTS) $ 
LOTS § 75.00 (ANY OVER 4 LOTS) $ 

COMMERCIAL * ————————— 
LOTS § 400.00 (FIRST 4 LOTS) $ 
LOTS @ 200.00 (ANY OVER 4 LOTS) $ 

TOTAL ESCROW DUE. . 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

APPROVAL FEES MAJOR SUBDIVISION: 

PRE-PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL $ 100 .PC 
PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL ( 1 5 0 . 0 0 OR 1 5 . 0 0 / L O T ) $ 'tUg.QO 
FINAL PLAT APPROVAL ( $ 1 0 0 . 0 0 + $ 5 . 0 0 / L O T ) $ \SX.fiD 
FINAL PLAT SECTION FEE $ 1 5 0 . 0 0 
BULK LAND TRANSFER. . . ( $ 1 0 0 . 00) $ 

TOTAL SUBDIVISION APPROVAL FEES $. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
f 

RECREATION FEES: 

_LOTS @ $ 1 0 0 0 . 0 0 PER LOT $ )l;bDD,DO 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

THE FOLLOWING CHARGES ARE TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW: 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER FEESJPJ?1 7.'. . . . . ..^Ivf". T.$ 37D.5& 
PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY FEES $ 
MINUTES OF MEETINGS $ 1**00 -.* ? A 
OTHER. $ J T9SrSO 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

PERFORMANCE BOND AMOUNT $ STM f 'ft3£ Mo J, 

if % OF ABOVE AMOUNT $-£Q'gf3.-W 

ESTIMATE OF PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS: $ 

4% OF FIRST $ 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 OF ABOVE: $ 
2% OF REMAINDER OF ABOVE: $̂  

TOTAL INSPECTION FEE DUE: $ 

file:///SX.fiD


; Manning Board 

; T"» w Mn .f% - TV 
£ 555 Union Ave. / ? / / - > 
{ Nr* WiruW, N X ?255t U/y^j^T £.?. IB 9& ~f-

RECEIVED FROM /Js/?;jko< Yf//^/jL. d&zj-: 

Account Total ffi / ^ . £00 - OO h t\ 

Amount Paid m/<% f#0 > && t [ i > 4 ^ A 

Balance Due S \ ~ 0 ~ Yfy^V^^^j \<r/M /ft 

THE EFFOENDteUNTAN t M M P PftOOUCT UfP.6-

Town Hail 
555 Union Are. ////Of/aC £f., 19.23. 

N W WinaW, NX 1255 J . . <f . .-
RECEIVED FROM A W f r m / / / * w ; v£wv • 

- / / ^ JJ»,*>«/ *%o = rDOLLARS 

Account Total S . 

Amount Paid S. 

Balance Due S - ^ 

-THE EFFCCNCTIWJNE-AN « M W O WfflOUCT 

^MAsjfiCwit, d&M 
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WESTO HESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY 
518 Stuyvesant Avenue 

P.O. Box 615 
Lyndhurst, N.J. 07071-9836 

BOND NO. WF-00043453 *****$309,000.00 

KNOWN ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That we, the undersigned 
WINDSOR WOODS. INC. 
1 DEPEW AVENUE 
NYACK . NY 10960-
as Principal, and Westchester Fire Insurance Company, a corporation of the State of New York and authorized to do 
business in the State of NY , as Surety, are hereby held and firmly bound unto the 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
SOUTH DEPEW AVENUE 
NYACK . NY 10960-
as Obligee, in the penal sum of 
Three Hundred Nine Thousand and 00/100 

(*****$309.ooo.oo) Dollars for the payment of which, well and truly to be made we hereby jointly and 
severally bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and assigns. 

WHEREAS, it is proposed to make certain improvements: 
BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SECTION I SUBDIVISION. 

WHEREAS, the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
plan upon the execution and delivery of this bond. 

has approved said 

NOW, THEREFORE, the condition of this obligation is such that if the above bounden Principal shall construct the 
i m p r o v e m e n t s s h o w n a b o v e , a n d c o m p l e t e s a i d w o r k t o s a t i s f a c t i o n of t h e 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR and in accordance with the present 
standard specifications of the 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR therefore, then this obligation shall 
be void, otherwise the same remain in full force and effect; it being expressly understood and agreed that the liability of the 
Surety for any and all claims hereunder shall in no event exceed the penal amount of this obligation as herein stated. 

Signed, sealed and dated this 09/01/1992 

^^iMWud&rf'-

Witness/~>! 

WINDSOR WOODS, INC. 

BY ft \B, 
WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY 

gy*—-CX_C, u4— 
Alice M. Ventresca Attorney-in-Fact 



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SURETY 

WF-00043453 
State of New Jersey -, 

|-ss. 
County of Bergen J 

0 ° 09 /01 /1992 . before me personally came A l i c e M. Vent resca to me known, who, 
being by me duly sworn, did depose and say that she is an attorney-in-fact of Westchester Fire 
insurance Company the corporation described in and which executed the within instrument; that she 
knows the corporate seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed to the within instrument is such 
corporate seal, and that she signed the said instrument and affixed the said seal as Attorney-in-Fact by 
authority of the Board of Direcl^DtoafeLAWBoration and by authority of this office under the Standing 
Resolutions thereof. HOWRY PUBLIC OF M W JERSEY 

My Commission Expkes Dgc. 18.1995 

My commission expires 

ADELM. BLAND 
NOTARY PUBLIC Of NEW JERSEY 

My Commission Expires Deals, 1995 

C&h^H 

F«m RI (M/911 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, N£W YORK 

^ 

tx Wh 

1765 

April 6, 1990 

Town of New Windsor Town Board rE\*sa/•=><-><r>r̂ ,̂ _ 
555 Union Avenue ^ I F S J ^ W ^ ^ 

New Windsor, NY 12553 \l\)}?^ J I :U IrL "" S# ATTN: GEORGE GREEN, SUPERVISOR ^ | » vu.j. l"'"̂  

Town of New Windsor Planning Board eL(MU _ _ 
555 Union Avenue .SHAW.JENGlNEER/NCJ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 *— ;'*''** 
ATTN: CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HTS. SECTION I SUBDIVISION PERFORMANCE BOND 

gentlemen: 

we are in receipt: of a request from Shaw Engineering, including 
an estimated performance bond amount for the Section I 
imprbv'5ment^"r^'TnrlXn^e^wrth"*6ur~ review "of the construction cost 
estimate from Mr. Shaw dated 30 March 1950., we would like to 
offer the following: 

We are in basic agreement with the construction cost estimate 
itemized for the roadway, water distribution system, sanitary 
sewer system and storm water drainage systems as outlined by 
Mr. Shaw, however, we must request that the off-site water main 
improvements between Rt. 207 and the project site be included in 
the performance bond amount. We have, therefore, revised the 
estimated bond amount as shown on the attached itemized 
breakdown. 

On the basis' of the above, we would recommend that the 
performance bond be established in the amount of $512,825.00 and 
that an engineering review fee be posted in the amount of 
$20,513.00. 



3LOSSOM HSIGHTS SUBDIVISION, SECTION I 

CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE 

ITEM 
Roadway 
Clear, Grade, & Subbase 
5" Graded Gravel Foundation Course 
9" Shale Foundation Course 
2" Asphalt Binder Course 
1" Asphalt Wearing Course 
street Signs 
Grass Median -... ....,„.. 
Concrete Monuments 

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 

78,300 S.F. 
960 C.Y. 

1,440 C.Y. 
650 Tons 
325 Tons 
2 

. •. 4 
11 

$ 0.40 
20 
20 
60 
60 

$ 125 
.., -..-...L.S.-

$ 100 

$ 31,320 
$ 19,200 
$ 28,800^ 
$ 39,000 . 
$ 19,500 
$ 250' 
$ 3,000 
$ 1,100 
$142,170 

Water Distribution System 
3" Mainline 
Valves 
Fittings 
Hydrant Assemblies 
House Services (25 Ft, Long) 

1,179 L.F. 
5 
6 
3 

11 

$ 40 
$ 800 
$ 350 
$ 1 , 6 0 0 
$ 300 

$ 47 ,160 
$ 4,000 
$ 2,100 
$ 4 ,800 
$ 3,300 
$ 61 ,360 

Sanitary sev/er system 
S" Mainline 
Manholes 
House Services (25 Ft. Long) 

1,082 L.F. 
7 

11 

$ 40 
$1,500 
S 350 

$ 43,280 
$ 10,500 
$ 3,850 
$ 57,630 

Storm water system 
Catch Basins 
riusing Pasins 
15" Pipe 
18" Pipe 
24" Pipe 
Steel End Sections 
Off-site Improvements 
(12" water main Riley Rd.) 
12" D.I.P. Water Main 
12" Gate valves 
Hydrants 

12 
"3~ -

668 L.F. 
350 L.F. 
315 L.F. 
3 

$1,300 
$1,300 
$ 25 
$ 30 
$ 35 
$ 500 

$ 
$ 
S 
$ 
$ 
$ 

15,600 
3,900 

16,700 
10,500 
11,025 
1,500 

2,123 L.F. 
11 
5 

$ 80 
$1,600 
$1,000 

$ 59,225 

$169,840 
$ 17,600 
$ 5,000 
$192,440 

TOTAL PERFORMANCE BOND ESTIMATE: $512,825 
4% ENGINEERING REVIEW FES; $ 20,513 



- 2 -

We are hopeful that the above is acceptable, however, if you 
should have any questions in this matter, please, contact our 
office. 

Very truly yours, 

Richard D. McGoey, b.E., 
Engineer for the Town 

RDM:mlm 

Al Dorfman w/enc 
Richard shulKin w/enc. 



WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 

STATEMENT AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1991 

ASSETS 

Bonds $1,314,369,409 
Stocks' 

Preferred $ 3,234,769 
Common 142,489,286 145,724,055 

Real Estate 7,711,712 
Cash and Bank 

Deposits (4,861,357) 
Short Term 

Investments 58,373,019 
Other Invested 

Assets 4,260,851 
Premium Balances 

Receivable 85,218,263 
Equities and Deposits 

in Pools and 
Associations 6,128,677 

Other Assets 34,962,876 

LIABILITIES AND SURPLUS 

Losses and 
Adjustment 
Expenses $ 990,893,991 

Taxes and 
Expenses 34,760,068 

Unearned 
Premiums 124,124,012 

Other Liabilities 106,098,575 
Capital $ 2,500,000 
Paid in and 

Contributed 
Surplus 130,160,715 

Other 
Surplus 263,350,144 

Surplus to 
Policyholders 396,010,859 

Total Admitted Assets $1,651,887,505 Total Liabilities and Surplus $1,651,887,505 

Bonds and Stocks are valued in accordance with the basis adopted by the National 
Association of Insurance Commissioners. 

Securities carried at $170,607,776 in the above statement are deposited as required by law. 

STA TE OF NEW JERSEY 

COUNTY OF MORRIS 
SS: 

GEORGE J. RACHMIEL, Senior Vice President & Treasurer and MICHAEL A. SANDRI, 
Vice President of the Westchester Fire Insurance Company being duly sworn, each for himself deposes and says 
that they are the above described officers of the said Company and that on the 31st day of December, 1991 the 
Company was actually possessed of the assets set forth in the foregoing statement and that such assets were available 
for the payment of losses and claims and held for the protection of its policyholders and creditors, except as herein­
before indicated, and that the foregoing statement is a correct exhibit of such assets and liabilities of the said Company 
on the 31st day of December, 1991 according to the best of their information, knowledge and belief, respectively. 

Corporation'* 
Seal 

Senior Vice President & Treasurer 

Sworn to and Subscribed before me this 
3rd day of April, 1992. 

DAWN M. BIAMONTE 
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY 
My Commission Expires July 25, 1993 

Vice President 



This Power of Attorney is granted 4fcuant to Article IV of the By-Laws of th^fcfSTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPAKV as now in full force and efrm. ^ ^ 

ARTICLE IV Execution of Instruments. 'The Chairman of the Board, Vice-Chairman of the Board, President, or any Vice-
President, in conjunction with the Secretary, or any Secretary, if more than one shall be appointed by the Board, or an 
Assistant Secretary, shall have power on behalf of the Corporation: 

(a) to execute, affix the corporate seal manually or by facsimile, to, acknowledge, verify and deliver any contracts, 
obligations, instruments and documents whatsoever in connection with its business including, without limiting the foregoing, 
any bonds, guarantees, undertakings, recognizances, powers of attorney or revocations of any powers of attorney, stipulations, 
policies of insurance, deeds, leases, mortgages, releases, satisfactions and agency agreements; 

(b) to appoint, in writing, one or more persons for any or all'of the purposes mentioned in the preceding paragraph 
(a), including affixing the seal of the Corporation." 

This Power of Attorney is signed and sealed under and by the authority of Article III, Section 9 of the By-Laws of the 
WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY as now in full force and effect. 

ARTICLE III Section 9 Facsimile Signatures. 'The signature of any officer authorized by the Corporation to sign any 
bonds, guarantees, undertakings, recognizances, stipulations, powers of attorney or revocations of any powers of attorney and 
policies of insurance issued by the Corporation may be printed facsimile, lithographed, or otherwise produced . . . The 
Corporation may continue to use for the purposes herein stated the facsimile signature of any person or persons who shall 
have been such officer or officers of the Corporation, notwithstanding the fact that he may have ceased to be such at the time 
when such instruments shall be issued." 

CERTIFICATE 

State of New Jersey 
County of Morris 

I, the undersigned, Assistant Secretary of the WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that 
the foregoing POWER OF ATTORNEY remains in full force and effect and has not been revoked and furthermore that the 
above quoted abstracts of Article TV and Article III, Section 9 of the By-Laws of the Corporation are now in full force 
and effect. 

Signed and sealed at the Township of Morris, New Jersey dated 1st ; ; 

day of September 19 92 

Assistant Secretary 

Herbert H. Linder 

FM. 203.0.131 (12-73) 



^ ^ 1 1 
POWER OF ATTORNEY 

WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE CT7MPANY 
PRINCIPAL OFFICE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY a Cor-
poration duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of New York, and having its administrative 
offices in the Township of Morris, New Jersey, has made, constituted and appointed, and does by these 
presents make, constitute and appoint Robert A. Nicosia, Richard L. Quackenbush, Margaret A. 
Nicosia, Richard Ingram, Michelle Nicosia, and Alice M. Ventresca of Lyndhurst, New 3ersey, 
each 

its true and lawful Agent(s) and Attorney(s)-in-Fact, with full power and authority hereby conferred in its 
name, place and stead, to execute, seal, acknowledge and deliver: Any and all bonds and undertakings-—; 

and to bind the Corporation thereby as fully and to the same extent as if such bonds had been duly executed 
and acknowledged by the regularly elected officers of the Corporation at its offices in Morris Township, 
New Jersey in their own proper persons. 

This Power of Attorney limits the act of those named therein to the bonds and undertakings specifically 
named therein, and they have no authority to bind the Company except in the manner and to the extent therein 
stated. 

This Power of Attorney revokes all previous powers issued in behalf of the attorney(s)-in-fect named above. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Westchester Fire Insurance Company has caused these presents to be signed and 
attested by its appropriate officers and its corporate seal hereunto affixed this 3rd ^ay 0f 

April t iQ 91 

WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY 

Assistant /Secretary 
John K. Stewart 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY) 
COUNTY OF MORRIS ) 

Vice President 
Richard A. Annese 

ss.: 

On this. 3rd day of. AP"* 19 91 before the subscriber, a duly 
qualified Notary Public of the State of New Jersey, came the above-mentioned Vice President and Assistant 
Secretary of the Westchester Fire Insurance Company, to me personally known to be the officers described 

ohejfTsjg^Uircs' afe officers were duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and 
direction of thg saitf Company. 

— 5 * H 
\ ^ "TESTIMQNY^HEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my seal at the Township of Morris, the 
\ d a y anil yeariirs^above written. 

'''*, *j^l£a& ^ MWN M B'AM0NTE 
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY 

Kfluuy^\T\.foj^^ 
XiA*i<^. .D<*W1w 



TOWN OF NEW WINDER 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

1763 

July 28, 1992 

Windsor Woods 
1 Depew Avenue 
Nyack, NY 10960 

ATTENTION: JOSEPH B. MONTANA 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS - PROPOSED PERFORMANCE BOND REDUCTION 

Dear Mr. Montana: 

We are in receipt of your letter dated 21 May, 1992 in regard to 
your request for a reduction by $30,000.00 of the estimated 
performance bond. In line with our review of this request, 
please be advised of the following: 

Your letter indicates in paragraph two that the bond estimate 
amounted to $320,000.00, however, it appears that this bond 
amount excludes the installation of the 12" waterline along Riley 
Road to Rt. 207. As you may recall during our meeting of 
23 June, 1992 with the Supervisor, yourself and Sol Silverman, 
the Supervisor recommended that your continue to pursue the 
installation of the water main, particularly in light of the fact 
that it was unlikely whether there is an available aquifer in 
this area to support individual wells. In addition, the 
Supervisor felt that the cost of individual wells approximating 
$4,000.00 each would be wasted knowing that an adequate water 
supply is available at the intersection of Riley Road and Rt. 
207. 

On the basis of the above and in line with our letter of 6 April, 
1990 (a copy of which has been enclosed). The bond estimate was 
to be established at an amount equal to $512,825.00. In 
addition, at your request, Mark Edsall of our office performed a 
review of the completed improvements for consideration of a 
reduction in the bond amount. Based upon Mr. Edsall's 
observations of 21 July, 1992, Mr. Edsall has recommended a 
reduction in the line item referred to as "clear, grade and 
subgrade" of $11,000.00. 

SaperW^i h ktttt dtied 
7/3ofou £ 
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Therefore, on the basis of the above, our office would recommend 
a reduction in the performance bond f rom $ 512,8 2 5.0 0 to 
$501,825.00. In addition, prior to final signature on the maps 
for Section I and issuance of building permits, all outstanding 
fees must be paid, including a 4% Engineering Review fee in the 
amount of $20,513.00. 

After review of the above, please contact our office in regard to 
any comments or questions you may have prior to recommending 
establishment of the performance bond amount to the Town Board. 

Very truly yours, 

Richard D. McGoey, P.E.^ 
Engineer for the Town 

RDM:mlm 

cc: George Green, Supervisor 
£J—i'r^6tro» ; Jr^^aFlanning^Board^Chalri i ian 
Michael Babcock, Bui ld ing Inspec to r 
Mark E d s a l l , P.E. - P.B. Engineer 



TO.. 

Date j^lJL 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TOWN HALL, 555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 
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Date.. jJSi ., 1932.. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TOWN HALL, 555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

TO .....VL?.JM££*.... 

£ki^...llb.^^fc.fcvM.^...x^^s3 
DR. 

DATE CLAIMED ALLOWED 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, PE. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

O Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914) 562-8640 

O Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

PROJECT NAME: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS MAJOR SUBDIVISION (SECTION 1) 
PROJECT LOCATION: RILEY ROAD 
PROJECT NUMBER: 86-74 
DATE: 28 AUGUST 1991 
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE MAJOR SUBDIVISION 

OF A 42.76 +/- A C R E PARCEL INTO ELEVEN (11) 
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THIS APPLICATION 
REPRESENTS THE FIRST PHASE OF THE MAJOR 
SUBDIVISION PROJECT. THE APPLICANT IS SEEKING 
RE-APPROVAL OF THE SUBDIVISION. THIS REQUEST WAS 
PREVIOUSLY DISCUSSED AT THE 22 MAY 1991 PLANNING 
BOARD MEETING. 

1. Based on the discussions at the 22 May 1991 meeting, including 
the recommendation of the Planning Board Attorney, it is my 
understanding that this re-approval is acceptable, with the 
Applicant required to comply with any previous conditions and pay 
the Town the necessary fees. 

Should the Board consider a motion of approval for this project, 
I recommend the following conditions of approval: 

a. The Applicant should be required to post the necessary 
public improvement bond associated with the Section 1 
approval. 

b. The Applicant should be required to pay the Town the 
required 4% inspection fee for the public improvements. 

c. The Applicant should submit descriptions and Offers of 
Dedication for the proposed Town Roads in Section 1. 

d. It should be verified that all applicable taxes have been 
paid in connection with the involved property. 

Licensed ir. lie* Yori. He*. Jersey and Pennsylvania 



PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 

e. It should be verified that the plan stamped joins the 
"remaining lands" with a building lot, until such time that 
the next phase of the subdivision is approved. 

f. The Applicant should be required to pay all necessary 
Planning Board fees including the re-approval final approval 
fee, and any outstanding review fees. 

2. Other than the recommended conditions noted above, I am aware of 
no remaining outstanding items relative to the Section 1 

A:BL0SSOM2.mk 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

-2-

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS MAJOR SUBDIVISION (SECTION 1) 
RILEY ROAD 
86-74 
28 AUGUST 1991 



OWNER: DORFMAN ALBERT 
BLOSSOM DORFMAN 
& VICTORIA PIKE 
4 SALISBURY MANOR 
SOUTH NYACK NY 10960 

ASSMT: $68500 CHARGED 

SCH DIST: 331100 / -3/-?/ PAID 

AMT-DUE 

/991 MoP.TflX 

TAX 
5 9 0 1 . 7 6 

5 9 0 1 . 7 6 

BILL NO 

SEC-BLK-LOT 

PNLTY 

1759 

32244 

3 - 3 - * - ^ 
OVR-PMT BALANCE 

5901.76 

5901.76 

DISPLAY ANOTHER (Y/N) fflo 
OWNER: ALDORF REALTY CORP 

EMPLOYEE PROFIT SHARING TRUST 
& PIKE VICTORIA S 
4 SALISBURY MANOR 
SOUTH NYACK NY 10960 

HSSMT: S68500 CHARGED: 

:CH DIST: 331100<£-J*7-?0 PAID: 

AHT-DUE: 

TAX 
5905.1B 

5905.18 

/ /: BILL NO: 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 32-2-44 

PNLTY 
59.05 

59.05 

OVR-PMT BALANCE { 
5964.23 j 

>964 .2; 

DISPLAY AHOT H ER (Y/N ) : 

3WNER: ALDORF REALTY CORP 
EMPLOYEE PROFIT SHARING TRUST 
& PIKE VICTORIA S 
4 SALISBURY MANOR 
SOUTH NYACK NY 10960 TAX 

CHARGE D: 5905.O 3 
3SMT: S6B500.00 

/-3/-ff ; 
AUvJ : 

P A I D : 
REF: 

AMI -DUE: 

. 905 .01 

B ILL NO: 67 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 3 2 - 2 - 4 4 

PNLTY 
59. 05 
59.05 

OVR-PMT 

59.05 
59.05 

BALANCE 1 
5964.06 1 
- 59.05 1 
5964.06 1 

59.05 1 
0 .00 1 



& Grevas 
r r . t , 7— LANDSURVEYORS 

Mildreth, p.c. 
LAND SURVEYS 
SUBOMSIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
3 3 QUASSAJCK AVENUE. NEW W I N D S O R NEW YORK 12553 LOCATION SURVEYS 

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 

30 May 1991 
Page 1 of 2 

DESCRIPTION 
for 

Offer of Dedication to The Town of New Windsor 
By Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund 

Shown as lands to be dedicated to the Town of New Windsor for 
highway purposes on a plan entitled "Blossom Heights Section 1 
Subdivision Plan", as Parcel 1 and Parcel 2, being more 
particularly described as follows: \ 

PARCEL I: 

BEGINNING at a point in the northerly line of lands of the 
grantor where said line is intersected by the easterly line of 
Lot No. 4 as shown on the above referenced plan, running thence 
the following courses: 

1. S 80° 29' 00" E, 32.32' to a point in Riley Road; 

2. S 22° 04' 00" W, 164.55' to a point in the easterly line of 
Road "A" as shown on the above referenced plan; 

3. Runnino thence along the new westerly line of Riley Road, 
N 6° 04' 00" E, 28.51' to a point; 

4. Still along the new westerly line of Riley Road, N 11° 44' 
55" E, 132726' to the point or place of BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 2,782 square feet of land more or less. 

ALSO all that certain piece or parcel of land situate, lying and 
being in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York, being 
more particularly described as follows: 

PARCEL 2: 

BEGINNING at a point in the southerly line of lands of the 
Grantor where said line is intersected by the easterly line of 
Lot No. 6 as shown on the above referenced map, running thence 
the following courses: 

1. Along the newly established westerly line of Riley Road, 
N 4°~36' 34" W, 63.25' to a point; 

2. Still along said line, N 8° 29' 42" U, 195.70' to a point; 
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DESCRIPTION 
for 

Offer of Dedication to The Town of New Windsor 
By Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund 

3. Sti11 along said 1ine, N 3° 55' 05" W, 87.46' to a point; 

4. S 12° 49' 00" E, 225.88' to a point in Riley Road; 

5. S 6° 56' 56" E, 121.00' to a point in Riley Road; 

6. S 81° 59' 21" W, 25.02' to the point or place of BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 6,024 square feet of land more or less. 

mar-91"aldorf des" 
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DESCRIPTION 
for 

Lands to be Dedicated to The Town of New Windsor 
for Highway Purposes 

All that certain piece or parcel of land situate, lying and being 
in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York, being known 
as Road "A" and Road "B" as shown on a plan entitled "Blossom 
Heights Section I Subdivision Plan", being more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the westerly line of Riley Road where 
said line is intersected by the southerly line of Road "A" as 
shown on the above referenced map, running thence the following 
courses: 

1. Along the southerly line of Road "A" , N 84° 47' 06* W, 
185.18 to the intersection of said line with the easterly 
1 i ne of Road "B" ; 

2. Along the easterly line of Road *B", S 5° 12" 54" W, 167.00' 
to a point; 

3. Along the easterly and southerly line of Road "B" on a curve 
to the right having a radius of 125.00' a distance of 127.65' 
to a poi nt; 

4. Still along the southerly line of" Road "B"',' S 63°43' 28" W, 
215.33' to a. point: 

5. Crossing Road MB" , N 26° 16' 32" W, 50.00' to a point; 

6. Running thence alono the northerly line of Road "B", 
N 63° 43' 28" E, 215.33' to a point; 

7. Along the northerly and westerly line of Road "B" on a curve 
to the left having a radius of 75.00' a distance of 76.55" to 
a point: 

8. Still along the westerly line of Road "B", N 5° 12' 54" E, 
171.79' to the intersection of said line with the southerly 
1 i ne of Road "A"; 

9. Along the southerly line of Road "A", N 72° 41' 25" U, 
120.32' to a point; 
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f o r 

Lands to be Ded i ca ted to The Town o f New Windsor 
f o r Highway Purposes 

10 . S t i l l a l ong s a i d l i n e , N 8 4 ° 47 ' 06" W, 1 1 0 . 7 0 ' t o a p o i n t : 

11 . On a curve t o the l e f t hav ing a r a d i u s of 3 0 0 . 0 0 ' a 
d i s t a n c e o f 7 7 . 9 2 ' t o a p o i n t ; 

12 . C r o s s i n g Road " A " , N 9 ° 4 0 ' 02" W, 5 0 . 0 0 ' t o a p o i n t ; 

13 . A l o n g the n o r t h e r l y l i n e of Road "A" on a curve t o the r i g h t 
h a v i n g a r a d i u s o f 3 5 0 . 0 0 ' a d i s tance o f 9 0 . 9 ^ ' t o a p o i n t ; 

14. S t i l l a long the n o r t h e r l y l i n e of Road " A " , S 84 ° 4 7 ' 06, E 
4 6 5 . 9 2 ' to a p o i n t i n the Wester ly l i n e o f R i l e y Road; 

15. A l o n g s a i d l i n e , S 11° 4 4 ' 55" W, 12 .08 ' t o a p o i n t ; 

16 . S t i l l a l ono s a i d l i n e , S 6 ° 0 4 ' 00" W, 6 8 . 0 0 ' t o the p o i n t 
or p lace of BEGINNING. 

TOGETHER w i t h two (2) temporary cu l -de -sac easements f o r 
t u r n - a r o u n d purposes b e i n g more p a r t i c u l a r l y d e s c r i b e d as 
f o l 1 ows: 

EASEMENT "A" 

BEGINNING at a point in the northerly line of Road "A", at the 
terminus of course #12 above described, running thence the 
following courses: 

1. Along the northerly line of Road "AH on a curve to the right 
having a radius of 350.00' a distance of 56.66' to a point on 
on the temporary cul-de-sac; 

2. Thence along the cul-de-sac, having a radius of 60.00' in a 
counter-clockwise direction a total distance of 325.23' to a 
point in the southerly line of Road "A": 

3. Along the southerly -1ine of Road "A" on a curve to the left 
having a radius of 300.00' a distance of 52.47' to a point; 
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DESCRIPTION 
for 

Lands to be Dedicated to The Town of New Windsor 
for Highway Purposes 

4. Crossino Road "A", N 9° 40' 02" CJ, 50.00" to the point or 
place of BEGINNING. 

TOGETHER with a temporary utility easement, fifty (50) feet in 
width, being an extension of Road "A" on the westerly side of the 
above described temporary cul-de-sac, being more\particularl y 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the sixty <60) foot radius of the above 
described cul-de-sac, said point being 52.47' as measured along 
an arch 300.00" from the most westerly end of Road "A" as above 
described, said point being in the northerly line of Lot-No. 11 
on the above referenced Subdivision plan, running thence the 
following courses: 

1. Still along the northerly line of Lot No. 11 on a curv.e to 
the left having a radius of 300.00' a distance of 36.17' to a 
poi nt; 

2. Running through lands of the Grantor, N 26° 35' 46" W, 50.00' 
to a point: 

3. Still through 1ands of the Grantor on a curve to the right 
having a radius of 350.00' a distance of 46.75' to a point in 
the westerly end of the above described cul-de-sac; 

4. Along said cul-de-sac on a curve to the left having a radius 
of 60.00' a distance of 51.77' to the point or place of 
BEGINNING. 

EASEMENT "B" 

BEGINNING at a point in the northerly line of Road "6" at the 
terminus of course #5 in the above described Description for 
Dedication for Highway Purposes, running thence the following 
courses: 

file:///part
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DESCRIPTION 
f o r 

Lands t o be Ded ica ted t o The Town o f New Windsor 
f o r Highway Purposes 

1 . A l ong the n o r t h e r l y l i n e of Road "B" , N 6 3 ° 43 ' 28" E, 
6 5 . 8 9 ' t o a p o i n t on the temporary c u l - d e - s a c ; 

2 . Thence a long the c u l - d e - s a c , hav ing a r a d i u s of 6 0 . 0 0 ' in 
a c o u n t e r - c l o c k w i s e d i r e c t i o n a t o t a l d i s t a n c e of 325 .23 ' t o 
a p o i n t in the s o u t h e r l y l i n e of Road " B t t ; 

3 . A l o n g s a i d l i n e , S 6 3 ° 4 3 ' 28" W, 6 5 . 8 9 ' t o a\ p o i n t ; 

4 . C ross ina Road " B " , N 26° 16 ' 32" W, 5 0 . 0 0 ' t o the p o i n t or 
p l a c e of BEGINNING. 

ALSO a l l t ha t c e r t a i n p iece or parce l of l a n d s i t u a t e , l y i n g and 
be ing in the Town o f New Windsor, Orange C o u n t y , New Yo rk , be ing 
a twen ty <20) f o o t w ide storm drainage easement as shown on the 
above r e f e r e n c e d s u b d i v i s i o n p l a n , s a i d easement be ing more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y d e s c r i b e d as f o l l o w s : 

BEGINNING at a p o i n t i n the n o r t h e r l y l i n e o f Road " A " , where 
s a i d l i n e i s i n t e r s e c t e d by the d i v i s i on 1 ine between Lot No. 2 
and Lot No. 3 as shown on the above r e f e r e n c e d map, r unn ing 
thence the f o l l o w i n g cou rses : 

1 . A l ong s a i d d i v i s i o n l i n e , N 5 ° 12' 54" E j 146 .56 ' t o a p o i n t : . 

2 . Running t h rough Lot No. 3 , S 84° 47 ' 06" E, 2 0 . 0 0 ' to a 
p o i n t s 

3 . S t i l l r u n n i n g t h rough Lot No. 3 , S 5 ° 1 2 ' 54" W, 146 .56 ' to a 
p o i n t in the n o r t h e r l y l i n e of Road " A " ; 

4 . A l ong s a i d l i n e , N 8 4 ° 4 7 ' 06" w\ 2 0 . 0 0 ' t o the p o i n t or 
p l a c e of BEGINNING. 

mar91" t /nw ded des " 
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CORRESPONDENCE: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS - SUBDIVISION 
REAPPROVAL (86-74 ) 

Uiliiam Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas & Hildreth came before 
the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. HILDRETH: We are here for the reapproval of 
Section 1 eleven lots of Blossom Heights, first 
approval was 28 February 1990 subject to engineering 
comments which were the descriptions for offers for 
dedication to be provided. They have been. Public 
improvement bond estimate done, that's been done. And 
also attached remaining lands which were Sections 2 
and 3 to one of the lots. That was done. The plans 
show it if the Board wants me to — we have attached 
the remaining lands to lot 1 that solves the problem 
that Mark Edsall brought up about County Health later 
on if we say not a building lot, how do they approve a 
subdivision. That will allow for Sections 2 and 3 to 
be done. 

Then, I appeared before the Planning Board on the 22nd 
of May to inquire about the approval of Section i 
because the extension had run out. It was decided to 
continue, and posed the previous comments as well as 
make sure that the old engineering fees have been paid 
and they have been. Pay new application fees, we have 
done that. And provide proof of taxes paid on the 
property, that's been done. So, we are here to ask for 
the Board's reapproval of Section 1. 

At the same time, I would also like the Board to 
consider an extension of the preliminary approval for 
remaining sections so we can continue with that. It 
was approved, the preliminary plan was granted approval 
on February 10th, 1988 and one extension was granted 
August 9th, 1989. And nothing since then. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I see no problem. I'll so move. 

MR. DUBALDI: Mark, did you have some comments you 
wanted to make? 

MR. EDSALL: Uhat are you. voting on now, the 
preliminary or the new approval? 

MR. SCri lEFER: New a p p r o v a l . 

\ . \ 
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1 
MR. EDSALL: I'd just ask that although Bill has 
indicated that items have been done just make it 
subject to my comments which lists the various things. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Subject to Mark's comments. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I only have one map here if you want to 
look at it but it's pretty much what we approved 
previously. Motion has been made and seconded that we 
approve the subdivision for Blossom Heights Section 1 
subject to Mark Edsall's comments. 

MR. EDSALL- Just Section 1 , final approval. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Comments subject to Mark Edsall's 
comments dated August 28th, 1991. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 

Petro 
VanLeeuwen 
McCarville 
Dubaldi 
Schiefer 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 

MR. HILDRETH: Before we talk about the extension of 
the preliminary, there's a couple other things that I'd 
like to discuss with the Board. With me is Joseph 
Montana and Bill Tinen (phonetic), who are contract 
vendees with Aldorf Realty for this parcel and they'd 
like to ask the Board about clearing and grading, rough 
grading the road and also clearing small areas where 
the houses would go for sales purposes. In other 
words, put a model up on one of the lots, clear the 
road so you can drive in, put a driveway in and be able 
to show now this is where the house would go, this is 
where the house would go. 

MR. SCHIEFER: 
need now? 

Once ws have approved this, what does he 

MR. BABCOCK: He just really 
get the map stamped and then he can do it 

need; P-sy the fees and 
The bonding-

has lans they to be town roads' 
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MR. EDSALL: Yes. Are you looking to do this before or 
after the plan is stamped. 

MR. HILDRETH: They were looking to do it as soon as 
they could . 

MR. EDSALL: If you're going to do it before the plan 
is stamped, technically they haven't paid the fees then 
he needs approval. Once it's stamped, he doesn't need 
to ask you so depends. 

MR. PETRO: Why don't you have it all done, get it 
stamped and get the fees paid and get a bulldozer in 
there. 

MR. HILDRETH: All right, thank you and now what about 
the extension for the remainder of the project Sections 
2 and 3? 

MR. MC CARVILLE- I make a motion that we grant six 
month extension for Blossom Heights Major Subdivisions 
Sections 2 and 3. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll second that. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded that 
we grant a six month extension to Sections 2 and 3, 
Blossom Heights Major Subdivision. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr . Petro 
Mr . VanLeeuwen 
Mr. McCarville 
Mr . Dubaldi 
Mv . Schiefer 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
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TELEPHONE: (914)562-8667 

12 February 1992 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. NY 12553 

Att: Mr. James Petro, Jr. 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION 

Dear Mr. PetroJ 

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board granted Final Approval to 
Section I, and Preliminary Approval Extension to Sections II and 
III on 23 August 1991. A request is hereby made that the 
Planning Board grant a ninety (90> day extension to the Final 
Approval for Section I, and a six month extension of the 
Pri1 iminary Approval for Sections II and III. This request is 
being made at this time on behalf of the owners and project 
developers in order to have the extensions in place prior to 
their expiration on 28 February 1992. 

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very truly yours. 

IJvdjjwK 
William B. Hildreth, L.S. 

WBH/cmg 

cc Montana Contacting Corporation 
Aldorf Realty Corp 
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CORRESPONDENCE: LETTER, BLOSSOM HEIGHTS REQUEST 

MR. PETRO: Ue have a letter requesting an extension of 
appeal. I think there's going to be two parts to this, 
is that correct? 

MR. EDSALL: Just as a reminder, Blossom Heights 
Subdivision came in and had received, to my 
understanding, preliminary approval for the overall 
subdivision. They are number one requesting a six 
month extension to the preliminary approval. And that 
would apply to sections two and three. So, if you want 
that is step number 1. Step 2, this Board has already 
granted conditional final approval to Phase I. They 
are looking for 90 day extension of that conditional 
final approval for section 1. So, there's two 
different actions. They are asking for — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They are asking for additional 90 
day? 

MR. EDSALL: For the section 1 conditional final 
approval, they are looking for a 90 day. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Somebody is building in there. 

MR. EDSALL: In section 1 there might be one. 

MR. BABCOCK: You guys authorized cutting of the road 
and the model to be built. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'm just asking, I'm not trying to 
put you on the spot, Mike. 

MR. PETRO: Motion to do that while we're on that one. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll so move. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I'll second it. 

MR. PETRO: We have a motion from Mr. VanLeeuwen for 90 
day approval on Phase I and the approval of Phase I for 
90 days and it is seconded. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any further discussion? 

ROLL CALL: 
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Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. Petro Aye 

MR. SCHIEFER: Make a motion — 

MR. EDSALL: That 90 day count will commence on 
February 24th, 1992, when the original 180 days 
expired. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I make a motion we give 6 month 
extension to Phase II and III for preliminary approval. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll second that. 

MR. PETRO: We have a motion before the New Windsor 
Planning Board on the Blossom Heights Subdivision for a 
6 month extension approval on the preliminary approval 
of Phase II and III. It was made by Mr. Schiefer and 
seconded by Mr. Dubaldi. Any further discussion? 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. Petro Aye 
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29 May 1992 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Att: Mr. James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION SECTION I 

Dear Mr. Petro: 

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board granted a ninety (90) day 
extension to the Final Approval for Section I on 26 February 
1992. A request is hereby made to grant a niney <90) day 
extension to the Section I Final Apprval retroacitve to 28 
February 1992. Under the current Town of New Windsor 
regulations, this is the final extension permissible in the 
Subject matter. 

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very truly yours, 

M&*v 
Will i am B. rl i 1 dr e 

WBH/cmg 

cc Montana Contracting Corporation 
Aldorf Realty Corporation 
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555 UNION AVENUE 
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NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD MEETING 
TOWN HALL 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 10 , 1992 - 7:30 P.M, 

TENTATIVE AGENDA 

C a l l t o Order 
R o l l C a l l 
Approval of Minutes Dated: (Not rece ived) 

MCGoey, Heuser & EdftaUL Q* *& 

a . 
b . 

REGULAR ITEMS 

srr op POE P/H i . 

'Consulting Engineers, p«Ck 
Hudson View Mobile Home Park - Annual Review ollO/zoo 
Paradise Mobile Home Park - Annual Review ^Q°y 
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Duggan, Crotty & Lydecker S u b d i v i s i o n (92-22) 
Rt. 207 (Crotty) 

soiseo" T o l J ^ w ***** 
^uoocvi » r javdan, Parviz Subdivis ion (92-23) B e a t t i e Rd. 

(Staz) 

B9 DEC DISCUSSION: 

4. Quassaick Fire^Co. Site Plan (92-24) (J. Babcock) 

Foe #v ̂ iiUAC 5TTf -r- fivito/^ «-Ayov>-r 

CANCEL BY APPLICANT: 5. Twin Arch Sub. (90-18) Twin Arch Rd. 
TO BE ON 6/24/92 

6. Pizzo Zone Change (87-61) 

CORRESPONDENCE: 

v: 1. Blossom Hts. - Subdivision Section I - request for 
extension of approval(fi£-7«/) 

PRESUBMISSION: —" • 

8. DeDominicus Site Plan - Rt. 32 (Cuomo) 

Appecueo 
(NEXT MEETING - JUNE 24, 1992) 

REVISED 6/4/92 
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CORRESPONDENCE: 

Blossom Heights Subdivision: 

BY MR. BABCOCK: That was on the last time and we 
discussed that a finalized that, I'm not even sure 
what was the project we discussed last time? 

BY MR. PETRO: The Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
granted a 90 day extension to the final approval for 
Section I on 26 February, 1992. A request is hereby 
made to grant 90 day extension to approval 
retroactive. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Last time was Quality Homes 
according to the agenda. It's different. 

BY MR. PETRO: The, under the current Town of New 
Windsor regulations this is the final extension 
permissible in the subject matter. 

BY MR. LANDER: What is the reason for asking? 

BY MR. BABCOCK: Blossom Heights, because of the 
extension of the water and sewer line I'm sure and 
the economy. 

BY MR. EDSALL: Just for the record, just so you have 
it noted in there, their original approval expired 
all together. They came back in and rather speedily 
had a reapproval, that was on August 28, 1991, so 
they would basically have a situation where this, I 
believe, is their second 90 day. In any case, their 
application would again totally expire and not be 
able to be extended once there is 360 days from 
August 28, 1991. So they should be advised of that. 

BY MR. PETRO: The way the letter is reading the 
request is hereby made to grant a 90 day extension to 
the Section I final approval retroactive to 28 
February 1992. What good would that do? It's 
already expired. If we granted it, he technically, 
technically they failed to act within the period and 
technically the application has expired. That's only 
three months, that would only take them to March, 
April, to June 1st anyway. 

BY MR. EDSALL: This has been extended so many times, 
I really don't know. Given the second 90 day 
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extension, they have no more than 360 days from 
August 28, 1991, if you wanted to extend the approval 
to that time, that's the most you can do. 

BY MR. PETRO: Let's just give them — 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I make a motion we give them the 
last extension maximum length of time we can give 
them, 90 days. 

BY MR. EDSALL: Last 90 days which we'll tell them 
expires 360 days from August 28, 1991. 

BY MR. PETRO: I'll make that motion. 

BY MR. LANDER: I'll second it. 

BY MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded to 
grand Blossom Heights Subdivision Section I a full 90 
day extension to bring them up to August — 

BY MR. EDSALL: 360 days from August 28, 1991. 

BY MR. PETRO: Any further discussion? If not, roll 
call. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Schiefer: Aye. 

Mr. Lander: Aye. 

Mr. Petro; Aye. 



MHE 
D Main Office 

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914) 562-8640 

D Branch Office 

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL *» *«« stre? 
_ Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765 
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

22 J u l y 1992 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Richard D. McGoey, P.E., Principal 

FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Principal 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION - PHASE 1 
(A/K/A/ WINDSOR WOODS) 
FIELD EVALUATION 21 JULY 1992 

Pursuant to your request on 21 July 1992, on same date I visited the 
subject project site to evaluate the work completed to date, such that 
a response can be made to the Developer's request for a re-calculation 
of the Public Improvement Bond Estimate. At the time of our visit ve 
spoke with Glen Magnotta, who represented the Contractor/Developer. 
We discussed the status of the project and confirmed the following 
items: 

1. The project roadways have been cleared and grubbed, for 
access to each lot. 

2. A good portion of the waste material from the clearing has 
been removed; however, some waste materials exist along the 
right-of-way line. Such materials must be properly removed 
and disposed of. 

3. The project roadways have had some minor grading performed, 
for access purposes. The road is currently not at finished 
subgrade elevation (i.e. all fills and cuts have not been 
performed). 

4. As a reminder, we advised Mr. Magnotta that it was 
absolutely necessary that he contact our office and the 
Highway Superintendent giving proper advance notice of when 
road grading operations would be performed. Our concern is 
primarily with fill areas, such that the type material used 
and the method of placement can be monitored. 

5. The side slope grading both within the right-of-way and 
outside the right-of-way had not been completed. 

Licensed in New York. New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
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Based on the above, it is my opinion that the only reduction that can 
occur in the bond amount is with regard to a percentage of the 
clearing and grubbing. Some allowance can be granted for the striping 
and stockpiling of topsoil as part of this item. Inasmuch as the 
construction cost estimate does not delineate a line item for clearing 
and grubbing (it indicates "clear, grade, & subbase" at a value of 
$31,320.00), I have also referred to the "estimate sheet" dated 
7/19/91, evidentially provided by the Developer. This sheet could be 
utilized to provide an adjustment for the following amounts: 

1. Clearing - cut, chip and bury stumps ($10,000) 90% - $9,000 
2. Strip and stockpile topsoil -1,687 

TOTAL RECOMMENDED REDUCTION $10,687 

Based on my records, it appears that the Planning Board granted 
conditional final subdivision approval to the application on 
28 August 1991. The conditions of approval included my engineering 
review comments, a copy of which are attached hereto. Prior to the 
stamping of the plan, it should be confirmed that each of these items 
has been acceptably completed. Based on my file information, it 
appears that Bill Hildreth of Grevas and Hildreth Surveyors, by 
transmittal letter dated 15 July 1992 (copy attached), provided metes 
and bounds descriptions, although formal offers of dedication may 
still be necessary. In addition, engineering fees were paid in the 
amount of $1,878.50, which I believe were part of the new application 
to the Planning Board, which received approval in August 1991 (I 
believe the 4% inspection fee has not been paid as of this time). It 
would be beneficial to have Myra investigate the status of these 
items, prior to having Ron Lander stamp the subdivision plans. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ttJL J -fclZa £'/ 
Mark J.'Edsall, P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEss 

cc: James A. Petro, Planning Board Chairman 
Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary 

Encl.as 

a:blossom.ss 
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BARCLAYS 3AN3C/OF NEW YOttK, <4U. 
390 NORTH BROADWAY 

JERICHO, NEW YORK 11753 
TEL: (516) 931-1779 - ?AX; (51«) 931-1663 

TELEX: 153252533 BARISLELOD 

August 28, J,992 J 

IRREVOCABLE DOCUMENTARY .LESTER ?F CREDIT NO. 333~63/92s 

UNIVERSAL BONDING INSURANCE COMPANY 
518 STUYVESANT AVENUE 
?»0, BOX 615 ' 
LYNDHURST, NJ 07071-9636 

Expiration; August 26, 1993 

Gentlemen*. 

By order of our client, Windsor Woods, Inc., 1 Depew Avenue, Nyack, NY 10960 
we hereby establish this Irrevocable Letter of Credit No, 333-83/92* in your 
favor for an amount up to but not exceeding the aggregate sum of Seventy Five 
Thousand Dollars (US$75,000.00), effective immediately, and expiring at the 
office® of Barclays Bank of New York, N.A., 390 North Broadway, Jericho, NY 
11753 oa August 28, 1993 unless renewed as hereinafter provided. 

Funds under this Letter-of Credit are available to you against your sight 
draft(e), signed by your Authorized corporate officer, drawn on us bearing the 
clause ^Drawn under Credit No. 333-63/S2rert 

This Letter of Credit will be eutoiastically renewed for a one year period upon 
the expiration date set forth above and upon each anniversary of such date, 
unless at least sixty (SQ) days prior to such estpiratioa date, or prior to any 
anniversary of such date, w© notify both you ar.d our client in writing by 
certified mail that we elect not to so renew this Letter of credit, 

Upon receipt by you of our notice of election not to renew this Letter of 
Credit, you may draw hereunder by your eight dr*ft{s) drawn on us and bearing 
«•*©_ clevj • wT\«*Yr» r*>i**itt Credit No» $33-63/928. 

fcijfc BARCLAYS 



*hi* Letvar of Credit **t* forth in full the xer»e of our under taking and such 
undertaking shall not in any way be modified, amended or Amplified by 
reference to any docusate or instrument referred to herein or in which thie 
Letter of Credit is referred to or to which this fetter of Credit relates end 
any euch reference eheli not be deened to incorporate herein by reference any 
document or inatrument. 

All ban's chargse and commie*ions incurred in thie transaction are for the 
spplleant'* account, Any funde drawn hereunder and unueed at the time you are 
discharged a* Surety on $11 bond?a} or undertaking(a) on behalf of our client 
will be repaid to ue by you. 

We hereby agree with the drawer*t endorsers, and bonafi.de holder* of drafts 
drawn under end in compliance with the terms of this credit that euch draft* 
will be duly honored upon presentation to the drawee* 

Except a* otherwiee expreaaly etated herein, thi* credit ie subject to the 
Uniform Customs and Practice for Commercial Documentary Credits (1SS3 
Revision), I.C.C. Publication Wo* 400. 

BARCLAYS BANK OF NEW YOIUC, K.At . 

bonafi.de
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REGULAR TOWN BOARD AND WATER BOARD MEETING 
WED., AUGUST 12, 1992; 7:30 P.M. 
NEW WINDSOR TOWN HALL 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Supervisor Green, Councilman Heft, 
Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, Councilman 
Spignardo, Councilman Finnegan. 

OTHER OFFICIALS PRESENT: Comptroller Reis, Town Attorney 
Seaman, Police Chief Koury. 

SALUTE TO FLAG 

Supervisor Green called to order the Regular Town Board and Water 
Board Meeting and presided over same. 

#1 On Agenda - Minutes 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilman Heft that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor approve the Minutes of 
the Public Hearing regarding COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM, the 
Public Hearing regarding PROPOSED LOCAL LAW ZONING MAP CHANGE, 
and the Regular Town Board and Water Board Meeting, all held on 
July 15, 1992, as per the copies posted on the Town Clerk's Bulletin 
Board in the Town Hall and same distributed to each of the Town 
Board Members. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

NONE 
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#2 On Agenda - Motion-Dedication of Road-Wayland Way & Camelot 
Circle-Sheafe Subdivision 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor accept the road 
herein known as WAYLAND WAY and CAMELOT CIRCLE in the SHEAFE 
SUBDIVISION in the Town of New Windsor as public roadways in the 
Town of New Windsor and incident to such dedication: 

(1) File Order of the Town Highway Superintendent; 

(2) Accept Dedication of WAYLAND WAY and CAMELOT CIRCLE; 

(3) Authorize the execution of a Town Board Consent instru­
ment with the consent of the Town Engineer affixed thereto. 

(4) Accept a Deed dated the 15th day of April, 1991, from 
WAYLAND H. SHEAFE and JOY C. SHEAFE to TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR which 
deed shall be accepted by the Town Board, executed by the Super­
visor and returned to the Attorney's Office for recording with 
the Orange County Clerk. 

(5) Upon completion of the aforesaid work and approval by 
the Engineer for Town, the Town Clerk is authorized to release 
the present performance bond in the form of a Letter of Credit 
in the sum of $80,000.00 (original amount was $299,579.00, having 
been reduced on April 15, 1992), and upon receipt of an acceptable 
maintenance bond in the amount of $29,958.00 which will be held 
for a period of one (1) year. 

(6) Report of Title dated April 22, 1992, in the sum of 
$10,000.00 naming the Town of New Windsor as party insured. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 
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WATER DEPARTMENT 

#3 on Agenda - Motion-Authorization to advertise for sealed bids-
Water Meters 

Motion by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, seconded by Councilman Heft 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town 
Clerk to advertise pursuant to law, calling for sealed bids for 
water meters, said bids to be received and publicly opened at 
3:00 P.M., on the 10th day of September, 1992, at the office of 
the Town Clerk, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York. 
The Town Board reserves the right to accept or reject any and/or 
all bids. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

/M On Agenda - Motion-Authorize Town Clerk to advertise for bids-
Chemicals 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town 
Clerk to advertise calling for sealed bids for chemicals to be 
used by the Water Treatment Plant as requested by the Water 
Superintendent, to be publicly opened on the 10th day of September, 
1992, at 3:00 P.M., in the office of the Town Clerk, Town Hall, 
555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York. The Town Board reserves 
the right to accept or reject any and/or bids. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

SANITATION DEPARTMENT 

#5 On Agenda - Motion-Auth. Supervisor to execute Outside User 



Agreement-Thorpe, Richard W. & Dorothy A./ 
TNW SD #19 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilman Finnegan that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Supervisor 
to execute an agreement between RICHARD W. THORPE and DOROTHY A. 
THORPE with the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, said agreement allowing users 
to tie into the municipal sewer system as an outside user in 
Sewer District #19 (Section 65 - Block 1 - Lot 14.21). 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#6 On Agenda - Motion-Auth. Supervisor to execute Outside User 
Agreement-Fritz w TNW SD #19 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Super­
visor to execute an Outside User's Agreement with EDWARD E. FRITZ, JR. 
and THERESA B. FRITZ for parcel known as Section 65, Block 1, 
Lot 14.1, said parcel located within Sewer District #19. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#7 On Agenda - Motion-Authorize Supervisor to execute-Easement 
Massowd/Shepro to TNW - SD #17 (Section 35, 
Block 1, Lots 30 & 32) 

Motion by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, seconded by Councilman Heft 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town 
Supervisor to execute an easement between JAMES J. MASSOWD, 
JOYCE M. MASSOWD and LOUISE B. SHEPRO to The TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, 
said easement being for sanitary sewage for Sewer District #17. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 
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GENERAL 

#8 On Agenda - Motion-Authorize addition to Town depository list 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilman Finnegan 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize Merrill 
Lynch, Pierce, Fenner and Smith, Inc. as an additional depository 
for municipal funds. This authorization to be specifically for 
investments in their flexicash program, with the Bank of New York 
as the third party custodian bank. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#9 On Agenda - Receive and file - Petitions 

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file with the Town Clerk, Petitions, signed by residents 
and business people, regarding the Walsh Road sidewalk and curb 
project. 

#10 On Agenda - Receive and file - Demand for payment 

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file with the Town Clerk, Demand for Payment regarding 
The Bank of New York against the Town of New Windsor, its Assessor 
and Board of Review. 

#11 On Agenda - Motion - Authorizing call of Public Hearing-Amending 
Chapter 48 Zoning - ZBA Membership 

Motion by Councilman Finnegan, seconded by Councilman Spignardo 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town 
Clerk to advertise according to law, calling for a public hearing 
to consider an amendment to Chapter 48 - Zoning - by amending 
Article VIII, Section 48-32.A, to reduce the number of members 



or the zoning i>oard or Appeals rrom / to :>, said hearing to be held 
on the 16th day of September, 1992, at 7:30 P.M. at the Town Hall, 
555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#12 On Agenda - Motion-Calling a Public Hearing-Proposed Sewer 
Assessment Roll for 1993 

Motion by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, seconded by Councilman Finnegan 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town 
Clerk to advertise calling for a Public Hearing, to be held on 
September 2, 1992, at 7:30 P.M. in the Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, 
New Windsor, New York, to hear all persons of the Town of New Windsor 
in all Sewer Districts, interested in the Proposed Sewer Assessment 
Roll for 1993. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#13 On Agenda - Motion-Authorization for execution of state aid 
application-Recreation Department 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilman Finnegan 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the 
Supervisor to execute a Project Application to the New York State 
Executive Department, Division for Youth, in the amount of 
$22,937.00. Said amount representing $7,222.00 for Recreation 
and $15,715.00 for Youth Initiatives Project (JAB). 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#14 On Agenda - Receive and file - Petitions 

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file with the Town Clerk, Petitions, signed by residents 
and homeowners on Forrest Hills Road and Quassaick Avenue regarding 
the creek behind their homes. 
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rl5 On Agenda - Receive and file-Article 78 Proceeding Walnut St. 
Homeowners Assoc, et al v. 
TNW Planning Board et al 

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file an Article 78 Proceeding entitled, "In the 
Matter of the Application of WALNUT STREET HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, 
SIDNEY H. WEINHEIM, VINCENT PALMIERI and JOHN FESCOE, Petitioners, 
for a Judgment Pursuant to Article 78 of the Civil Practice Law 
and Rules, against TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD and QUASSAICK 
FIRE ENGINE COMPANY, Respondents1*, same being referred to the" 
Attorney's office for handling. 

#16 On Agenda - Receive and file-Request for street light 

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file with the Town Clerk, a letter submitted by 
Inda C. Porteous, 12 Fern Avenue, New Windsor, New York, requesting 
an additional street light on Fern Avenue, also authorize the Town 
Clerk to contact Central Hudson Gas & Electric for a cost estimate. 

#17 On Agenda - Motion-Authorize Supervisor to execute Amendment 
to the State and Local Agreement-Selective 
Traffic Enforcement Program 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilman Finnegan 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Supervisor 
to execute an Amendment to the Selective Traffic Enforcement Program 
between the STATE OF NEW YORK/COUNTY OF ORANGE and TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#18 On Agenda - Motion-Establish perfo*- * "re bonrt - Windr.or Tioô c 



Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor establish a perform­
ance bond in the amount of $309,000.00 for Windsor Woods to be 
deposited with the Town Clerk, in addition all outstanding fees 
must be paid, including an Engineering Review fee in the amount 
of $12,800.00. As per the recommendation of McGoey, Hauser and 
Edsall Consulting Engineers, P.C. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#19 On Agenda - Receive and file - Notice of Claim 

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor 
receive and file a Notice of Claim entitled, "In the Matter of 
the Claim of CRAIG E. MC BATH, against the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR", 
dated August 11, / "?<?̂  same to be referred to the Attorney's office 
for processing. 

#20 On Agenda - Motion-Authorization to advertise for sealed bids-
Walsh Rd. Sidewalk Project FY 92 
Community Development 

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilman Heft that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town Clerk 
to advertise pursuant to law, calling for sealed bids for the WALSH 
ROAD SIDEWALK PROJECT (installation of curbs and sidewalks in the 
Clancy Avenue/Walsh Road area) , said bids to be received and pub­
licly opened at 3:00 P.M. on the 10th day of September, 1992, at 
the Off ice of the Town Clerk, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New 
Windsor, New York. The Town Board reserves the right to accept 
or reject any and/or all bids. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 
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7-21 On Agenda - Motion-Authorization for final payment-Whiteleaf 
Elec. NWMC 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Compt­
roller to issue final payment in the amount of $1,482.00 to 
WHITELEAF ELECTRIC CONTRACTING, INC. for the New Windsor Municipal 
Complex in accordance with their correspondence dated July 27, 1992. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#22 On Agenda - Motion-Authorizing March-A-Thon Living History 
Association 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz 
that the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the schedu­
ling of a March-a-Thon celebrating the Quincentennial Voyage of 
Columbus 1492-1992 to be sponsored by the LIVING HISTORY ASSOCIATION, 
same to take place on Saturday and Sunday, October 17th and 18th, 
1992, and that the LIVING HISTORY ASSOCIATION provide, at its own 
expense, all security, insurance and other expenses associated 
with the above event. 
Roll Call: All ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#23 On Agenda - OFFICIALS REPORTS 

The following reports were received, recorded and filed with the 
Town Clerk: 

Building Inspector's report for the month of June, 1992 
New Windsor Volunteer Ambulance Corps report for the month of 

June, 1992 
Recreation Director's report for the month of July, 1992 
Town Justice Thorpe's report for the month of July, 1992 
Town Justice Suttlehan's report for the month of July, 1992 
Town Clerk's report for the month of July, 1992 
Fire prevention report for the month of July, 1992 
New Windsor Volunteer Ambulance Corps report for the month of 

July, 1992 
Tax Receiver's report (Water/Sewer/Garbage) for the month of 

July, 1992 
Building Inspector's report for the month of July, 1992 
Social Service Director's report for the month of July, 1992 

#24 On Agenda - PUBLIC FORUM 

TAPE #1, SIDE A, TAPE #155 



Raymond Hiemstra: I would just like to know what the status is 
on the Code of Ethics. They established a Committee last year, 
about a year ago, had a public meeting. 

Supervisor Green: We met and selected three of the five required 
members. We are going to be looking for two more members. There 
were eleven applicants; of the eleven applicants we selected three 
members on Monday night. 

Raymond Hiemstra: Will it take another year to get the other two? 
I don't know, I mean it seems strange to me that something like 
this would take so long. 

Supervisor Green: The law requires that there be no more than 
two members of each party. Of the members that we selected, we've 
selected two Democrats and one Republican of the applicants. 
We're in need of one more Republican and an Independent. 

Frances Homin: A resident on Route 94, in the vicinity of Caesars 
Lane, they're asking for a traffic light. 
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Supervisor Green: A traffic light where? 

Frances Homin: 94 and Caesars Lane, where the intersection is. 

Supervisor Green: That would be a petition for the State Department 
of Transportation. 

Frances Homin: There's a lot of accidents there. 

Supervisor Green: We could receive that request and forward it 
to the State but truthfully, Fran, I don't think it will fly by 
the State. If we can't get them to agree to lower the speed limit 
on Route 9-W where we've had so many fatal accidents, I'm hard 
pressed to believe that they'll put a signal light on 94. The 
more traffic we get at that location, the worse it gets. I know 
it's bad getting out of there. If somebody wants to write a letter 
requesting, we would most certainly forward it on to the Department 
of Transportation. 

Frances Homin: Okay. 

Hearing no others wishing to speak, Supervisor Green entertained 
a motion to close the Public Forum Portion of the Agenda. 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilman Spignardo that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor close the Public Forum 
Portion of the Meeting. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

#25 On Agenda - ADJOURN 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilman Spignardo that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adjourn the Regular Town 
Board and Water Board Meeting at 7:45 P.M. 
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0 

Respectfully submitted, 

PAULINE G. TOWNSEND 
TOWN CLERK 

PGT:dhh 



i Depew Avenue Nyack^ New York 10960 (914) 358-1778 fax: 358-3639 

August 2 6 , 1992 

Planning Board 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12553 
Attn: Mr. Jaies Petrow, Chainan 

RE: WINDSOR WOODS SUB-DIVISION 
(BLOSSOM HEIGHTS) 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Please accept this letter as a foraal request for the extension 
of the preliainary approvals for Sections 2 and 3 of the above 
referenced sub-division. The current approval extension expires 
on August 28, 1992. 

This developer is presently working with officials of the 
Township of New Windsor to finalize aunicipal sewer and water to 
Sections 2 and 3. We shall diligently pursue the final approval 
of these sections upon receipt and resolve of any open iteas. 

We respectfully request a six (6) aonth extension on the current 
preliainary approval. 

Thank you in advance. I reaain, 

tan, V.P. 
for Windsor Woods (Blossoa Heights) 

SS:bg 
f/wte; 

dsuu^ Y fit^w^jf 



MEMORANDUM FOR FILE 

TO: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS (A.K.A. WINDSOR WOODS) FILE 

FROM: RICHARD D. MC GOEY, P.E., 
ENGINEER FOR THE TOWN 

DATE: AUGUST 27, 1992 

This memo should serve to modify our letter dated 30 July, 1992 
recommending the amount of performance bond for subject project. 
The letter of 30 July, 1992 recommended a $320,000.00 performance 
bond, however, we have since been informed that $11,000.00 of 
improvements have been constructed, as observed by Mark Edsall, 
P.E. of our office. We, therefore, recommended that the 
performance bond be reduced by $11,000.00 resulting in a 
performance bond total of $309,000.00. In addition, the 
Engineering Review Fee should equal 4% of $309,000.00 or 
$12,800.00. 

#:&™: Richard D. McGoey, P.E. 
Engineer for the Town 

RDM:mlro 

cc: George Green, Supervisor 
Pauline Townsend, Town Clerk 
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July 30, 1992 

Town of New Windsor Town Board & Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

ATTENTION: GEORGE GREEN, SUPERVISOR 
JAMES R. PETRO, JR., CHAIRMAN 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS PROPOSED PERFORMANCE BOND 
(PHASE I - SUBDIVISION) 

Gentlemen: 

We recently received a request from Joseph Montana dated 29 July, 
1992 (a copy of which is enclosed) to establish two separate 
performance bonds for subject project. The first bond would 
cover the cost of improvements located within the eleven lot, 
section I subdivision in the amount of $320,000.00 and the second 
performance bond would be for the off-site 12" watermain 
improvements along Riley Road in the amount of $193,000.00. 

Further, Mr. Montana is seeking to post the bond for the Section 
I, eleven lot subdivision only at this time and install 
individual wells. The bond for the off-site waterline would be 
posted at a later date at which time the watermain is necessary 
to serve the Section I and Section II subdivision. 

Mr. Montana feels that the Planning Board approval did not 
require the installation of the off-site watermain improvements 
as part of the conditions of approval for the Section I 
subdivision of eleven lots. We have enclosed a copy of the 
minutes of the meeting of 28 February, 1990 for your review to 
see whether you agree that the watermain along Riley Road is not 
necessary at this time. 

SiKperseM by Mew© AaU zkllJL 
up 



- 2 -

Please advise our office as to your feeling in this regard so 
that the appropriate bond and bond amounts may be established and 
approved by the Town Board. If you should have any questions in 
the interim, please contact our office. 

Very truly yours, 

/? 

Richard D. McGoey, "B.E&, 
Engineer for the Town 

RDMrmlm 

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. - Planning Board Engineer 
Michael Babcock, Building Inspector 
Joseph Montana - Montana Contracting Corp. 
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July 29,1992 Via Tax and Mail 

Town of New VVindiur 
555 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12553 

C/O McGoey Hauser and Edsall Consulting Engineers F.C 

Dear Mr. McGeoy, 

Pursuant to our conversation of today and my subsequent conversation wilh Mr. 
Bill Hildreth, we feel that our approval of the first II lots had in no way been subject 
to off site water installation. 

Enclosed please, find a copy of the February ?ft, 1990 meeting minutes which show 
that at this time approval was granted the Health Department had not yet seen the 
off site water line design for approval of same. 

We therefore again ask that the bond amounts be separated as follows. 

One bond for $309,000 for on site phase 1 (II lots) improvements. 

One bond for the off site water line to be posted at a later dated when it becomes 
necessary. 

Thank you very much for your cooperation wilh this matter. 

Sinceri 
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BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION: 
Elias Grevas, L.S. and Gregory Shaw came before the 
Board presenting the proposal. 

BY MR. GREVAS: This project, if you folks recall, was 
approved as total preliminary plan with the first 
eleven lots to be served by wells, and there are two 
subsequent sections, two and three, behind this. We 
have received all the approvals from the D.E.C. and the 
County Department of Health, Greg's office prepared 
those submittals, and the plans for those. We are here 
requesting final approval, the project has been set up 
and Greg can speak to this better for both water and 
for wells. I think you will see in the file there was 
a representation made by the developer if water became 
available, he put it in the subdivision and that is the 
intent here at the present time. And Greg, you may 
want to — 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Has there been any change in the lot 
layout, roadway location or the grade since the 
preliminary? 

BY MR. GREVAS: No. 

BY MR. SHAW: In the process of preparing the 
engineering drawings for this subdivision, we were 
informed by the Town of New Windsor via Dick McGoey 
that he thought it would be appropriate seeing that 
these are going to be town roads, that we design and 
get County Health approval for not only wells for each 
and every individual lot, but also for water 
distribution system, even though the system would 
remain dry as presently already no water mains on Riley 
Road and that we accomplish for Phase I. So the final 
document of Phase I includes both individual wells for 
each lot and water mains within the roadways designated 
as Road A and Road B on the subdivision plan. As a 
separate matter, my office has since the submission to 
the County Health has designed the off site water main 
to bring water up to the site and we are waiting for 
the supervisor's signature on the application for us to 
submit the off site water to County Health. The 
reality is that this site will most likely not contain 
any individual wells, but will have a 12 inch off site 
water main brought up Riley Road from Route 207 which 
would tie into the on site water distribution system. 
The design drawings reflect both wells and water mains, 
but we are hoping just to spend money for the water 
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system itself and not we'lls. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: There is already sewer? 

BY MR. SHAW: Correct. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: This section one? 

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes, first 11 lots. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Just the first 11 lots? 

BY MR. GREVAS: That is correct. The sewers are on 
both roads on Riley and on Moores Hill which is on the 
other side of the project, but where we are tying in is 
into Riley Road. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Item four? 

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes, those are standard after we 
receive approval, you know, before the plans are 
stamped. Those go to the Town Board. 

BY MR. EDSALL: Well — 

BY MR. GREVAS: Offers for dedication. 

BY MR. EDSALL: Send a copy to me and a copy to Tad. 
Tad is going to call me and ask me if the descriptions 
are what was approved here and he will take care of the 
rest of it, that has to take place before the stamping 
of approval. 

BY MR". SCHIEFER: Number five, the applicant should be 
directed to submit a public improvements bond estimate 
to the town engineer for review. 

BY MR. SHAW: Correct. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: It is basically 11 lots in the 
first section. How many lots total? 

BY MR. GREVAS: 42. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Was 77, correct? 

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes, prior to the zoning change. 

BY MR. PAGANO: I'd like your entrance, it is very 
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nice. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Did Skippy approve that yet? 

EY MR. GREVAS: He did way back when in the file. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: Do you have all the fire department 
approvals? 

BY MR. GREVAS: I believe everything is in there. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: No rock on this site? 

BY MR. SHAW: We are very optimistic in that regard. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I see a 20 to 25 foot trench for the 
water and sewer. 

BY MR. GREVAS: In this case, the road was shifted, 
there was a belly in the road that was straightened out 
some years ago, that is why the deed line changes. 
There was a curve right there, right where we are 
coming in. In fact, you can see just off the edge of 
the road where it used to be. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Item number seven asks section one 
does not include bulk zoning information, road 
profiles, things like that. Have you seen this 
comment? 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Yes, I just saw it. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any comments? 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Well, as far as I'm concerned, if it 
is a final map, the final map ought to be complete. I 
don't think you can, I don't think there is any way you 
can tie in information on a preliminary map. I don't 
think it would be proper if he did it anyway once you 
have a final, preliminary map is nothing, it has no 
validity anymore. 

BY MR. GREVAS: I agree with the zone bulk tables. 
They should be on sheet one but the other ones I 
thought Greg, aren't those on? 

BY MR. SHAW: Maybe you can clarify number seven. 
There is a little bit of confusion on my part as to the 
information which you have underlined is not included, 
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such as if I can read it* to you, although information 
was provided on preliminary plans previously submitted, 
the section one final subdivision plans do not include 
zone bulk information,roadway profiles, roadway 
construction cross section details, storm drains, 
construction details, etc. 

BY MR. EDSALL: At least the set I have I don't knew if 
there is another set around, I don't see anyone with 
either sheet and I don't have any road cross section. 
I don't have anything to do with storm water. 

BY MR. SHAW: We just got these out of the file. 

BY MR. EDSALL: What I think is occurring is the usual 
case where the County Health Department requires that 
their plans only have water information and they did 
not want to approve plans with roadway profiles and 
roadway cross sections. It appears that what we need 
is a complete set of — 

BY MR. GREVAS: We submitted and this goes to what we 
were talking about one day in your office, tried to 
decide what to file. 

BY MR. EDSALL: Has a fourth set, the Board has a nine 
set or nine sheet set. We should be approving a set of 
plans because the Board has no guarantee that section 
two and three will ever occur, although it is likely 
they will, but as Andy brought out, this is a final 
subdivision plan and we have to have that information, 
I believe. 

BY MR. GREVAS: The bulk information is on sheet two of 
the plans submitted here. Okay, the other details, the 
road profiles and the typical cross sections of the 
road are on sheet four of nine. The storm drainage 
details are on sheet five of nine. The profiles and 
details, the sanitary sewer profiles and details are on 
sheet six. Water on seven, water details on eight and 
miscellaneous details on nine. What this comes from is 
Mark and I have been through this before in other 
towns, the County Health Department requires a set of 
plans 'for water approval that are not the same as the 
plans that the D.E.C. gets for sewer approval and then 
they want a different set of plans for subdivision 
approval. There are three approvals we have to get 
outside of this Board. So when we number the plan 
sheets and try to figure out what is going to be on 
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file in the county clerk*'s office so everybody knows 
what has happened here is, ycu know, rather than file 
nine sheets of plans we try to pick four to depict the 
property. That is what we did when we gave Mark his 
set. We said Mark, could this be the set that could be 
filed. Unfortunately, he didn't get this nine sheet 
set that was submitted to the Planning Board. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Your comments are based on the four 
that you have? 

BY MR. EDSALL: I never got the nine sheet set, all 
that is is just a procedural thing. 

BY MR. GREVAS: We have to decide which ones are going 
to get filed in the county clerk's office and which 
ones will remain on file with the Town in the vault. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Do you feel you have, you don't want 
to see any more? 

BY MR. EDSALL: My biggest problem is comment number 
six is the fact that notwithstanding the fact that the 
county does excellent reviews, they are blind to zoning 
concerns. They don't acknowledge that, although they 
say it is not a lot, they are by zoning condoning 
creation of a lot that has no purpose and the town is 
stuck with a lot that doesn't meet the zoning 
ordinance. It doesn't bother the county, I have spoken 
to them about it because they believe that their review 
is purely Health Department. Unfortunately, this Board 
that is just one concern. Health Department, they have 
to approve lots that meet the zoning ordinance and the 
balance parcel that just says remaining lands is going 
to result in being a separate lot. 

BY MR. GREVAS: In what way would the remaining lands 
not be in conformance with the zoning? That is just a 
question I have. 

BY MR. EDSALL: It would meet it in bulk if it was a 
residential lot, but it is not a residential lot. If a 
subdivision goes no further than this point, that lot 
exists and cannot be used for residential purposes, so 
therefore we have to find something else in the zoning 
ordinance it would fit into. We have two precedents, 
C.B. Management and Liberty Meadows and the county did 
it to us on both of those jobs. It is not Lou's fault 
or this Board. The county, because the county just 
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doesn't recognize the problem they are causing. 

BY MR. GREVAS: What was the solution in the other two 
cases? 

BY MR. EdSALL: To combine the balance parcel with lots 
1 either 1, 11 or 8 and then when you continue the 
subdivision, you split that lot off. So that way if 
this goes no further and someone comes in and asks for 
a building permit for a residential lot, they'd have to 
build in the location the county has approved for 1, 11 
or 8 and they'd own the rest of it as well. 

BY MR. GREVAS: In other words, 1, 11 or 8 would be a 
part of the remaining lands? 

BY MR. EDSALL: Correct, and it would just mean when 
you come in, you split that one off in the future and 
you have an approved standard location so if it goes no 
farther, we don't have a lot that has no use. 

BY MR. GREVAS: Building permits could be issued on any 
on the lots because it already conforms. It 
superconforms. 

BY MR. EDSALL: You can sell if they ended up with a 
model, they can build on 1, 11 or 8, come back in with 
the further subdivision. 

BY MR. GREVAS: My next question is in those instances 
would the county Health Department, were the plans 
already stamped by the County A and B? 

BY MR. EDSALL: Vince knows this better than I. 

BY MR. GREVAS: Was that Liberty Meadows, did they 
acquiesce to changing the plan? 

BY MR. SOUKUP: No, we showed it not a building lot. I 
think we walked through before you changed the pattern 
that remainder is marked not a building lot on the 
filed map. I don't think the remainder incorporated in 
a building lot situation. 

BY MR. EDSALL: On Liberty Meadows, did we combine one 
of the smaller lots with the remainder so as to have a 
building site or did we end up putting that in as not a 
building lot? 
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BY MR. SOUKUP: I believe we filed it as not a building 
not. 

BY MR. EDSALL: That is not what this Board requires. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: It brought the problem up but I think 
it went through before the solution was arrived at. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: C.B. Management one they put down for 
agricultural purposes only. 

BY MR. EDSALL: In Liberty Meadows, it was combined. 

BY Mr. SOUKUP: We may have taken the one last lot at 
the end of the cul-de-sac. 

BY MR. EDSALL: C.B. Management just to give the 
scenario we are trying to avoid had the remaining 
parcel they said fine, it is a lot but it is not a lot 
so this Planning Board realized it would create a 
problem and said if you want to keep it as a lot, you 
have to tell us it is something or this is a building 
lot so you made it an agricultural lot until such time 
that someone applied to the county Health Department to 
get an approved sanitary and changed the use. Well, lo 
and behold, it was sold as a residential lot and 
someone come in and asked for a building permit within 
a year and so no matter how many mechanisms that person 
is going to be involved in a civil lawsuit if you 
create a lot and it can't be used for building 
purposes, who is going to guarantee that is not sold as 
a building lot. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Do you have any problem extending 
those? 

BY MR. GREVAS: Changing the note and putting a line on 
lots 1, 11 or 8 and say remaining lands part of lot 8, 
would that do it? 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I think that is what you are 
recommending. 

BY MR.' EDSALL: As long as the tax map department does 
not recreate that as a separate tax parcel and you have 
to describe it in a deed as being one lot. 

BY MR. GREVAS: We can show on the plan by putting a 
signature line when you, you know, and they note next 
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to that thing that this "is part of the remaining lands 
or vice versa. 

BY MR. EDSALL: What are you going to call the property 
line that you show? 

BY MR. GREVAS: Dashed line as a future lot division, 
maybe that would — 

FY MR. SOUKUP: Isn't there any place you can put a 
house on the remaining lot instead of wiping out 1, 8 
or 11? 

BY MR. SHAW: That means going back to the county 
Health. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: You are going to have to go back 
because you are changing the map and dating it after 
you got your approval. You are going to have to refile 
and get another signature. 

BY MR. SHAW: I am not 100 percent sure of that. 

BY MR. GREVAS: Once in a while they will listen to 
reason. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: If the applicant is willing to do it 
that way. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I will watch for the bolt of 
lightening. 

BY MR. GREVAS: You go out and show them the changes, 
they will say okay and it doesn't affect the approval, 
not guaranteed. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any comments or questions anyone want 
to make a motion conditional or should we have them 
come back? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think he is all done. I will 
make a motion to approve subject to he straightens out 
that problem that is all. 

BY MR. GREVAS: We have the description offers of 
dedication, public improvement bond and that note. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I will second it. 



February 28, 1990 50 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Giving approval to first part of this 
subdivision with those three provisions, 11 lots if 
there is no further discussion, vote on it. 

ROLL CALL: 

McCarville: 
VanLeeuwen: 
Pagano: 
Soukup: 
Dubaldi: 
Schiefer: 

Aye. 
Aye. 
Abstain. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
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UJINPSOR WOODS - BLOSSOM HEIGHTS 

MR. PETRO: We have a letter formal request for 
extension preliminary approval for Section 2 and 3 of 
the above referenced subdivision, Windsor Woods 
Subdivision, Blossom Heights. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Extension of approval? 

MR. PETRO: Extension expires August 20, 1992. This is 
for preliminary approval on Sections 2 and 3 on the 
above referenced subdivision. Do we have any maps at 
all? 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: Blossom Heights and Riley Road which 
we gave approval for one house as a model, am I 
correct? 

MR. HILDRETH: Among other things, yes. The applicant 
basically, the approvals were listed in two phases, one 
for the first section which is 11 lots and there's a 
preliminary approval for the Sections 2 and 3 which 
will probably be one phase for 31 additional lots. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: With town water, correct? 

MR. SOL SILVERMAN: I'm kind of a new face, I'm an 
architect, I 'm a principal in Windsor Woods, I'm a 
builder, we have started the subdivision, the model is 
almost up. We hope to open up for Labor Day. We have 
got several contracts pending, they are all local 
people. I said we'll get the sales of within a mile 
and a half of the site. What I'm here for is two 
things. One and I apologize, Mr. Chairman, your name 
was spelled wrong, I just noticed it, on the letter. I 
apologize. I keep a list of envelopes that come with 
names that are spelled wrong. 

MR. PETRO: You're also here for extension of the — 

MR. SILVERMAN: This is the first part which is really 
an extension and as I understand the preliminary 
approvals as I understand Myra has helped me on that 
and I spoke to George Green today, Bill, of course, 
Hildreth and he advised me of the same thing on 
preliminaries you're able to extend indefinitely, all 
right, that*s the first part of this. Basically, the 
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reason for the extension, Greg Shaw as a matter of fact 
he said well, are we going to be going and I said 
absolutely, we're getting such wonderful input, we're 
involved in the negotiation, I'm sure this Board knows 
with your Town Board and the Cornwall vis-a-vis the 
se we r, the f i na1 se we r hookups that we're pur chasing 
from Cornwall. It's got to go before the DEC, your 
Supervisor has approved it. It's going to Cornwall, I 
have spoken to their office, they are going to approve. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: You're buying sewer points from 
Majestic Ueaving? 

MR. SILVERMAN: Exactly. 

MR. VanLEEUUEN: Since our sewer capacity is at its 
point we can't go any further, there's, I don't know ho 
many millions of gallons promised to Majestic in 
Cornwall, they gave us money years ago, they own those 
points but what people are doing now to get sewer 
expansion they're buying the points back from Majestic 
Weaving, okay, so they can tie into the sewer that's 
the way it's working now but they also don't have 
water, they are waiting for water to come because Riley 
Road has sewer but no water . 

MR. SILVERMAN: We are willing to go along with the 
Town's request to put in a water main, $200,000 water 
main and that was the subject matter of fact on review 
on the bond finalization. Reason for being delayed up 
to the August 28th date is that the Board, George Green 
just had a meeting to straighten out what the bonding 
amount was to be as soon as we receive final sewer 
approval for the 31 lots, we are going to put in the 
water main to service the entire community, the first 
one and two may go in in wells which is first 11 wells 
T would expect there may be one well or two at most and 
the rest will be we also have a dry water system so the 
wells will come off line immediately as soon as the 
public main is offered. Obviously, the expense of 
putting that in goes hand in hand with building 42 
lots, not 11 lots, this is what we have been 
straightening out. Myra knows, I have been in constant 
touch with her over the last couple of months. What we 
need to do we expect to finalize that hopefully we'll 
be back before you within two months on the basis of 
further engineering drawings submitted to Mr. Edsall so 
we'll be after the final approvals on the second. 
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MR. VanLEEUWEN: How long do you think that will take? 

MR. SILVERMAN: Good lord willing, 90 days we'll be 
back. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: I don't mean final approval for this 
phase. 

MR. SILVERMAN: Final approval? 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: Final approval is the one that we have 
the problem with. 

MR. SILVERMAN: What we're looking for is for you to 
give us six months extension on that preliminary 
approval on Phases 2 and 3. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I have no probJem with that. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: I'll so move. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I make a motion we give them six month 
extension on the preliminary approval of Phase 2 and 3. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: I'll second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant six month approval, 
conditional approval to Windsor Woods Subdivision 
formally Blossom Heights. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. Lander Aye 
Mr. Petro Aye 

MR. PETRO: what I'm going to do I want to ask the 
Planning Board Attorney what is the best way to grant 
this plan six month approval when we cannot grant six 
month approval on Phase 1. 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: I can answer that, we can't really do 
that, we know about it and we close our eyes and if 
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something happens, we don't do anything about it. 
That's about the only thing we can do, we can't do 
anything more. We can't say there's a, we can't write 
our own laws. 

MR. SILVERMAN: As I understand the final approval 
expires on Friday the 28th. We have our bond, it's all 
been approved. We're doing the last of the paper work 
for the bond. We have all, that's we have gotten 
taxes, I have to check with Myra what I need is a few 
days. All we're doing now is the paper work, final 
paper work on the bond, putting up the 
collateralization, it's done. If I can make a 
suggestion that this Board, as I understand it the 
attorney can correct me if the plan is signed that 
constitutes the execution of the final approval. Now, 
as far as I'm concerned, if the plan is signed and you 
people hold it until next Tuesday when you get all the 
fees, Wednesday, whatever it may be, if you want to set 
a deadline ten days from today so you'31 be exercising 
the final approval prior to the date of the one year 
term from the August 28th you hold it, I don't want it, 
I don't need it until I give you all the funds, you're 
not going to release it but you can execute it. 

MR. KRIEGER: Let me review the facts here. Now, what 
was the situation, we're they granted final approval on 
the 20th? 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: And got an extension and another 
extension, they granted final approval, got one 
extension and got another one. We can only give two. 

MR. KRIEGER: Was this a — 

MR. VanLEEUWEN: Now on the 28th of this month, Friday 
their extension has run out. 

MR. KRIEGER: When you say extension, did they receive 
final approval subject to anything? 

MR. SILVERMAN: Payment of the fees, posting of the 
bonds. 

MR. EDSALL: I have jump in here. We are not playing 
with the Town of New Windsor, we are playing with laws 
of the State of New York. The State law says, meet 
conditions of approval. If the papers are in the town 
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and you decide to stamp the plans and you want to say 
you received it and stamp it but you want to hold them 
until the Town Attorney, I don't think you should go in 
the minutes saying you want to circumvent the law. 
They received approval, came back, made another 
application. We went through the whole 360 days again, 
now, we're at the 360 days again and we're talking 
about skirting around 360 days. If the papers are in 
the Town Hall and there's a record that they are here 
and you're waiting for the town to act, well then they 
have met the conditions. The State law says, they have 
to meet the conditions of approval within 360 days. If 
they have made the submittal and are waiting for the 
Town Attorney or someone else to respond, they have met 
their obligations, hold the plans until you get a 
confirmation everything is acceptable. 

MR. SILVERMAN: I don't think the intent is to 
circumvent. 

MR. EDSALL: We're talking about give me a couple extra 
days. The bottom law is 360, it's not 360 and give me 
a couple more. 

MR. SILVERMAN: Make the execution but hold it. 

MR. EDSALL: I suggest you meet the conditions of the 
approval and if it means that the review process of the 
town for those documents takes — 

MR. PETR0: How can we accommodate the applicant and 
still stay within the law? 

MR. KRIEGER: Basically, as I understand it and I agree 
with Mark, if I understand it correctly, what he's 
saying is within the time period allowed in this case 
by August 28th, if the law says that the applicant has 
to fulfill the conditions, if the applicant has done 
what he can do and it is in the hands of the town, that 
is not the requirement of the statute that he get 
through the town process. It's just that he do what he 
can do so if has the papers submitted by the 28th and 
if there were a contest, he should be able to prove 
that but that should be easy enough if they are 
submitted by the 28th and there is a waiting period 
while the town is reviewing what they are submitting, 
as long as they submit it by the 28th, they might meet 
the requirements and they are entitled to a stamped 
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plan. 

MR. SILVERMAN: The only problem not paying fees it's 
getting the bond executed. 

MR. EDSALL: Question is can ""you get a letter obviously 
on bids, municipal bids, you can get a letter from the 
bonding company saying that the bond has been approved 
and this certifies that a bond is being issued and will 
be in the hands of the town by a certain date. At that 
point you have an obligation for the bond. It's a fine 
line but you have met your obligation that your bond 
has been --

MR. SILVERMAN: 1 can contact them tomorrow morning if 
that will meet the obligation, I have no problem with 
that . 

MR. KRIEGER: We cannot be in a position of certifying 
to you that if there's litigation over this matter that 
you get a guarantee that you're free and clear. What I 
think Mark is proposing and it's ultimately up to the 
Board is that would arguably be compliance the statute 
that would allow the Planning Board within its 
discretion to decide that that meets the requirements 
and they can. 

MR. EDSALL: You have to either have built the roads or 
have guaranteed their building by some performance 
guarantee. I consider a letter from a bonding company 
certifying that a bond is being issued and will be 
issued in the hands of the town by a certain date, a 
guarantee. That is stating that in fact there are 
guarantees that we are issuing a bond if you need a 
letter from a bonding company saying it has been 
approved, there's a bonding issue and will be in your 
hands by so many days, it tells you the bond is — 

MR. SILVERMAN: We received, I'll Fax to you the letter 
from that we got from the bonding company. 

MR. EDSALL: Get the bonding company to write not the 
Planning Board issue, bonds for public improvements or 
the Town Board's issue, have them issue a letter 
indicating that in fact a bond has been approved and 
will be issued in the amount of X amount of dollars for 
such and such project and will be in the town's hands 
by a certain date and this way you're putting up a 
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guarantee saying the legal documents are on the way but 
here's the guarantee that it's going to happen. 

MR. SILVERMAN: Basically, then this Board doesn't have 
to act at all on any kind of request vis-a-vis Section 
1 approval. 

MR. EDSALL: Once they have granted conditional final 
approval and the conditions were listed, that's it, the 
clock runs, the State law controls, we've got nothing 
to say about it and as far as the public improvement 
bond, that is the Town Board's problem. 

MR. SILVERMAN: Uhat I ought to do, I have to be in the 
bonding office and I've got to get the letter . 

MR. EDSALL: Get the letter and you can say you met the 
conditions and we don't hold you up. 

MR. SILVERMAN: Back out gracefully and thank you for 
approving Sections 2 and 3. 

MR. VanLEEUUEN: Get out while the getting is good. 

MR. EDSALL: I want to avoid the problem of having the 
time clock approved and it doesn't say the physical 
bond. 

MR. PETRO: Mark, you can handle this? 

MR. EDSALL: I can work with Sol and I feel comfortable 
with that approach rather than avoiding it. 

Being that there was no further business to come before 
the Board a motion was made to adjourn the meeting by 
Mr. Schiefer seconded by Mr . VanLeeuwen and approved by 
the Board. 

Respectfully submitted; 

FRANCES ROTH I 
Stenographer 11H \% 
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BLOSSOM HEIGHTS 

MR. PETRO: Mark, you're going to handle Mr. Pontano 
(phonetic) with the proposed bond, I guess he had that 
straightened out? As far as I know, that's taken care 
of. 

MR. BABCOCK: It's on the Town Board agenda tonight. 

MR. PETRO: So, it's taken care of, okay. 
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TIHE 
TIHE 

TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 

HJE 
FHD 
HJE 
FHD 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
MJE 
DHL 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 

HC 
CL 
HC 
CL 
HC 
HC 
HC 
«C 
HC 
CL 
HC 
HC 
fiC 

BLOSSOH HEI6HTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 17.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 17.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS SUPD 40.00 1.00 
BLOSSOH HGTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HIS SUBD 40.00 1.50 
LTR/BLOSSQH HEIGHTS 17.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH HTS 40.00 0.50 
BLOSSOH 40.00 0.50 

BILL BIQESOE Partis! bill 

Sfc-74 7566 01/16/8? TIHE HJE HC BLOSSOH 60.00 0.50 
36-74 7568 01/17/8? TIHE HJE HC BLOSSOH SO.00 0.30 
86-74 8244 02/14/8? TIHE RBH HC BLOSSOH H?TS ?fTR SY5 60.00 1.00 

5307 02/?9/P9 RII i 

20.00 
8.50 

20.00 
8.50 

20.00 
40.00 
20.00 
20.00 
60.00 
3.50 

20.00 
20.00 
20.00 

285.50 

30, 
13, 
60, 

.00 

.00 

.00 

??•* Srt 

265.50 

irrv «s -125.00 

Si-74 
ii-74 
86-74 
36-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
S6-74 
86-74 
86-74 

13617 
13959 
13?6i 
14780 
15119 
15362 
15468 
16066 
15531 
15765 
15839 
16203 

09/16/8? 
09/13/3? 
09/18/8? 
10/12/89 
10/16/89 
11/03/89 

11/09/89 
11/09/8? 
11/10/89 
11/13/89 
11/13/8? 
12/03/8? 

TIHE 
TINE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 

HJE 
HJE 
SJ3 
SJS 
SJ6 
HJE 
HJE 
RDH 

m 
:IJE 
SJ-S 
HJE 

HC 
«C 
CL 
CL 
CL 
«C 
HC 
HC 
CL 
HC 
CL 
HC 

PRELIH AFPL LETTER 
BLOSSOM 
BLOSSOH HSTS 
BLOSSOH HEIGHTS 
BLOSSOH HGTS HTR HN 
8LQSS0H-EEV Is/AITY 

BLOSSOH HTS 
BLOSSOH HGTS 
BLOSSOH HGTS 
BLOSSOH HTS 
BLOSSOH HGTS 
BLOSSOH HGTS 

60, 
50, 
19, 
1?, 
19, 
60, 
60, 
60, 
1?, 
60, 
25, 
60, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0. 

.00 1. 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.00 0, 

.50 

.30 

.50 

.50 

.50 

.50 

.50 
,00 
.50 
.30 
.50 
.20 

30, 
13, 
9, 
V 

9, 
30, 
30, 
60, 
?, 
18. 
12, 
12, 

,00 
.00 
.50 
.50 
,50 
.00 
,00 
,00 
.50 
,00 
.50 
.00 

A4?.00 

36-74 16355 12/11/8? BILL INV 89-481 



»OF«s 08/06/91 PA6E: 2 
/ CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

JOB: 87-56 NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Charoeable to Apolicant) CLIENT: NEWIN - TOWN Of NEW WINDSOR 
TASK: 8 6 - 7 4 

TASK-NO REC - D A T E - TRAN EHPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TINE 
— — D O L L A R S 
EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 

86-74 
86-74 

S6-7* 

16994 
17420 
17423 
17996 
18146 
18625 
18800 
18636 
18647 

18837 
18955 
19700 

19039 

01/03/90 
01/16/90 
01/18/90 
02/05/90 
02/08/90 
02/27/90 
02/27/90 
02/28/90 
02/28/90 

03/01/90 
03/05/90 

03/20/90 

03/17/90 

TINE 
TIME 
TINE 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

TIME 
TIME 

MJE 
HJE 
MJE 
MJE 
RDM 
MJE 

HCK 
MJE 
MJE 

RDM 

MJE 
RDM 

MC 
MC 
MC 
MC 
MC 
MC 
CL 
MC 
6M 
AA 
MC 
MC 

BLQSSOH HTS/NO SHOW 
BLOSSOM HTS 
BLOSSOM HTS 
BLOSSOM HTS 
BLOSS HGS/NTR PERM 
BLOSSOM HTS 
T/NW BLOSSOM HEI6MTS 
PLOSBOM HTS 
CQNB FINAL PHASE I 
BLOSSOM HEISHT3 
BLOSSOM 

BLOSSOM H8TS 

BILL o/o inv 90-

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
25.00 
60.00 
0.00 

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 

172 

0.30 
0.40 
0.30 
0.30 
1.00 
1.00 
0.50 
0.30 
0.10 
0.50 
0.50 
1.00 

18.00 
24.00 
18.00 
18.00 
60.00 
60.00 
12.50 
18.00 

0.00 
30.00 

30.00 
60.00 

990.50 
vfiP.W 

-918.00 

86-74 20099 04/05/90 TIME 

86-74 20542 04/25/90 TIME 

86-74 21329 05/10/90 TIME 

36-74 22022 05/24/90 TIME 

?u7v9 muxm 

RDM 
MJE 
RDH 
RDM 

HC 
Ml 

MC 
HC 

BLOS H6TS/PERF BOND 
BLOSSOM 
BLOSSOM HSTS STR 
BLOSSOM HSTS 

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 

1.50 
0.20 
0.50 
0.50 

90.00 
12.00 
30.00 

30.00 

BILL INV 90-217 
1152.50 

86-74 
86-74 

8fc-74 

86-/4 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 

27633 
28325 

29196 

38259 
38904 
38910 
39045 

38918 
39494 

11/14/90 
12/05/90 

01/09/91 

05/10/91 
05/20/91 
05/21/91 
05/22/91 
05/24/91 
05/28/91 

TIME 
TIME 

TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

TIME 

MJE 
MJE 

MJE 
MJE 
MJE 
MCK 

MJE 
MJE 

MM 
HC 

MC 
MC 
MC 
CL 
MC 

MC 

90DAY CONDFINAL EXT 
BLOSSOM APP'L EXT 

BILL INV 91-119 

BLOSSOM HTS-REfiPP 
BLOSSOM SUB REAP? 
BLOSSOM SUB PEAPP 
8/REVIES COMMENTS 
BLOSSOM SUB REAPP 

BLOSSOM REAPF'L 

60. 
60. 

65. 
65. 
65. 
25. 
65. 
65, 

TASK 

,00 
,00 

,00 
,00 
,00 
,00 
,00 
.00 

IOTA 

0. 
0. 

0. 
0, 
0. 
1. 
0, 
0. 

L 

,10 
,50 

,30 
.50 
,10 
.00 
,50 
.50 

6.00 
30.00 

1188.50 

19.50 
32.50 
6.50 
25.00 
32.50 
32.50 

1337.00 

•162.0 

. {AHft.AA 

-96.0( 

ft fin -1176.00 

3RAND TOTAL <"?T? ."0 O.ftA -\i7b.m 161.00 

file://-/i7b.m
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BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION (86-74) 

Mr. William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas & Hildreth came 
before the. Board representing this proposal. 

MR. HILDRETH: I brought a map just so you can see. I 
don't know when the last time was anybody saw this. 
This has received final approval. It's been Health 
Department and all that. And we have had two extensions, 
the last of which ran out on the 24th of March. The 
same desease that struck Windsor Square has struck 
this one, it's just economic times. What we'd like to 
do is get a reapproval so we can keep the job alive, 
if the Board is so inclined. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Bond's been posted and all that? 

MR. HILDRETH: No, that's part of the problem. There's 
no money available for that. It was approved subject 
to some comments. I don't know if they have been 
addressed or not. I would ask for approval subject to 
the same comments, if again if the Board is so 
inclined. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Legally final approval cannot be extended. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: It's got to be reapproval. I think 
that's the only action we require right now. Do you 
want to reapprove this , start over on it? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have no, refresh my memory on this. 

MR. HILDRETH: Riley Road dumps out into 217, this 
direction here, this is section 1. There was other 
sections. It had some frontaoe over on Mt. Airy Road. 
We made 11 lots served by wells, water was a problem 
and then one of the conditions was to attach these 
remaining lands to either lot 11 or 8 so as to not 
cause a problem with, you know, remaining lands not 
for residential purposes, even thouah we are proposing 
residential. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: That hasn't been done yet either? 

MR. HILDRETH: No, because that was part of the 
conditions of approval and, vou know, the bond couldn't 
be posted and everything just stoDped. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Section of the road criven to the 
town, is that donated? 



5-22-

MR. HILDRETH: Not y e t . Again, another c o n d i t i o n was 
o f f e r s for d e d i c a t i o n . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: A l o t has t o be done. 

MR. HILDRETH: The d e s c r i p t i o n s can be d o n e . T h a t ' s 
no t a p roblem. Tha t and a d d r e s s i n g t h i s r e m a i n i n g l o t . 
I t h i n k a n o t e - -

MR. SCHIEFER: Hov; l o n g would i t t a k e you t o do t h e s e 
t h i n g s and come back t o us and approve i t a t t h a t 
p o i n t a l l s u b j e c t t o t h e a d d i t i o n s ? 

MR. HILDRETH: One of them was t h e bond e s t i m a t e . The 
e s t i m a t e may have been done . I d o n ' t know. 

MR. EDSALL: I b e l i e v e t h e bond e s t i m a t e w a s , I 'm no t 
s u r e i f t h e Town Board a c t e d . 

MR. HILDRETH: And I know t h e r e was no p o s t i n g . The 
d e s c r i p t i o n I can d o . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Who owns i t ? 

MR. HILDRETH: I t ' s owned by a pens ion t r u s t , Aldor f 
Rea l ty Pens ion T r u s t . A l l I have o o t t o do i s t h e 
d e s c r i p t i o n s . I can do t h a t bv t h e n e x t m e e t i n o . 

MR. EDSALL: Do you know i f they p a i d t h e f e e s f o r t h e 
reviews s i n c e 19 86? 

MR. HILDRETH: I do n o t . Who can I check w i t h ? 

MR. BABCOCK: Myra. 

MR. EDSALL: S i n c e t h i s was n o t s u b j e c t - t o t h e e sc row, 
t h e town cou ld be h a n g i n g o u t fo r a l l t h e monev from 
198G s t i l l . 

MR. SCHIEFER: I p e r s o n a l l y have no o b j e c t i o n t o 
e x t e n d i n g t h i s . I d o n ' t want t o i n f l u e n c e t h e r e s t 
of you b u t I d o n ' t want t o have t o go t h rough t h e 
whole darn t h i n g . 

MR. DUBALDI: L e g a l l y , can we? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: V7e can r e approve i t . 

MR. DUBALDI: Does t h a t mean we have t o t r e a t t h i s as 
a whole new a p p l i c a t i o n ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, b u t t h e only t h i n g I ' d l i k e i s 
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a l l t h e p a s t fees p a i d . I want t h a t road d e d i c a t e d t o 
t h e town, t h a t 25 f o o t s t r i p o r 10 foo t s t r i p , w h a t e v e r 
i t might b e . 

MR. HILDRETH: T h e r e ' s a p a r c e l h e r e t o be d e d i c a t e d 
f o r R i l ey Road and a l s o d e s c r i p t i o n s fo r t he o f f e r s 
of d e d i c a t i o n fo r t h e s e roads h e r e , wi th easements fo r 
t h e t empora ry c u l - d e - s a c s . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: W e l l , t h e road and e v e r y t h i n g a r e 
i n s i d e b u t t h e p i e c e a lonq t h e r o a d , I want t h a t 
d e d i c a t e d t o t h e town. 

MR. DUBALDI: E v e r y t h i n g we a r e s a y i n g . 

MR. SCHIEFER: What do you mean fees p a i d , a l l t h e fees 
r e p a i d ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Not o ld f e e s , t h a t miah t be o u t s t a n d i n g . 

MR. SCHIEFEP: T h e r e ' s no q u e s t i o n on t h a t . Does he 
have t o r epay t h e o l d f ees b e c a u s e we a r e do ing i t o v e r ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We have n e v e r seen i t done t h a t way, 
as long as I have been on t h i s Board. 

MR. EDSALL: I 'm n o t s a y i n g they shou ld pay i t t w i c e 
b u t i f t hey h a v e n ' t been p a i d s i n c e 'R6, then they 
s h o u l d b e . 

MR. HILDRETH: What you a r e s p e a k i n g of i s r ev iew f e e s ? 
Because t h i s was p r i o r t o t h e e sc row. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Ra the r t h a n t a k e a c t i o n , g i v e B i l l t h e 
i n p u t , l e t him do as much as p o s s i b l e and then I ' d 
s e r i o u s l y l i k e t o r e a p p r o v e i t . I d o n ' t want t o go 
back t o ground z e r o . 

MR. LANDER: I f t h e s e a r e a l l c o n d i t i o n s b e f o r e , why 
w a s n ' t i t deeded t o t h e tovm t h a t i f t h a t was a c o n d i t i o n 
of a p p r o v a l b e f o r e . 

MR. HILDRETH: I t ' s a p r o c e d u r a l s n a f u , p r o b a b l y a t 
ou r e n d . These a r e d e t a i l s we l i k e t o c l e a n up a t t h e 
end b u t i t d i e d b e c a u s e of l a c k of funds s o we n e v e r 
d i d i t . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I ' d l i k e t o s e e i f t h e t a x e s a r e 
p a i d . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Tha t was my t h o u g h t , B i l l , how t h e 
Town of New Windsor s t a n d s on t a x e s on t h i s p i e c e of 
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p r o p e r t y . 

MR. HILDRETH: I do n o t know. I do know t h a t Orange 
County w i l l n o t a c c e p t a mylar fo r f i l i n g u n l e s s t h e 
t a x e s a r e pa id so s h o u l d you approve i t and s h o u l d we 
g e t t o t he p o i n t where we can f i l e i t i n Orange County , 
i t w o u l d n ' t g e t f i l e d u n t i l t h e t a x e s a r e p a i d . 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any o b j e c t i o n s t o l e t t i n g B i l l do as 
much as he c a n , pay a l l t h e f e e s ? 

MR. KRIEGER: Only one t h i n q , Mr. Chairman, w i t h r e s p e c t 
t o t h i s b u s i n e s s about r e d o i n g or n o t r e d o i n g , a l l t h e 
fees need no t be r e p a i d b u t t h e f i n a l a p p l i c a t i o n fee 
t h e r e shou ld be a new f i n a l a p p l i c a t i o n fee t h a t has t o 
c o v e r , you know, work t h a t has t o be done . You c a n ' t 
piggy back on t h e o ld a p p l i c a t i o n because t h e r e ' s now 
work t h a t has t o be done so t h a t s hou ld be r e q u i r e d . 
The purpose of r e a p p r o v a l s o t h a t t h e Board i s r eminded , 
t h e purpose of r e a p p r o v i n g i s t h a t you t ake a f r esh 
look a t t h i s a p p l i c a t i o n and you have t o make a r e c o r d 
of what you have done s o t o make s u r e t h a t t h e 
c o n d i t i o n s a r e as you u n d e r s t a n d them t o be in t h e 
p a s t , t hey have n o t changed , t h a t n o t h i n g has a r i s e n 
i n t h e i n t e r i m which would cause a problem o r a 
d i f f i c u l t y o r change i n t h e n e i g h b o r h o o d . For i n s t a n c e , 
i t ' s u n l i k e l y t h a t t h e t o p o of t h e l and i s go ing t o 
change b u t change i n t h e n e i g h b o r h o o d , change i n t h e 
r o a d , change i n t h e s u r r o u n d i n g c i r c u m s t a n c e s . T h a t ' s 
what d i s t i n g u i s h e s a r e a p p r o v a l fo r a mere e x t e n s i o n . 
An e x t e n s i o n w e l l y o u ' l l ex t end t h e o t h e r a p p l i c a t i o n , 
you d o n ' t have t o t a k e a f r e s h look a t i t h e r e v ;h i le 
you can do i t and t h e formal a p p l i c a t i o n vou s h o u l d 
t a k e a f resh look a t i t w h i l e r e v i e w i n c i t t o make s u r e 
t h e c o n d i t i o n s a re as you b e l i e v e them t o b e . 

MR. SCHIEFER: T h a t ' s p a r t of t h e r ea son I d o n ' t want 
t o do i t now, g ive him a c h a n c e , l e t Mark look a t i t , 
b a s i c a l l y know where we a r e h e a d i n g t o w a r d s . 

MR. HILDRETH: How do I a t t a c h a d o l l a r amount t o t h a t 
because I have t o - -

MR. MC CARVILLE: Think b i g . 

MR. EDSALL: You ' r e a s k i n g f o r a n o t h e r f i n a l a p p r o v a l . 
You may j u s t pay t h e f i n a i a p p r o v a l . f e e b e c a u s e — 

MR. BABCOCK: S100 p l u s $5 p e r l o t . 

MR. HILDRETH: And t h e rev iew fees wha teve r thev may 
o r may n o t b e . Okay, thank you . 



o Grevas 
OC yyy i 7 " LAND SUR VEYORS 

Hilareth, p.a 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553 LOCATION SURVEYS 

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 

10 May 1991 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Att: Mr. Carl Schiefer, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS, SECTION 1, FINAL APPROVAL 

Dear Mr. Schiefer: 

This project was granted a Final Approval on 28 February 1990, 
subject to Engineering Review comments of the same date. Since 
that time two <2> extensions have been granted, the last of which 
expired on 24 March 1991. 

Due to the current economic climate, this project has been unable 
to proceed toward construction. On behalf of the applicant, 
Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund, we request the Planning 
Board re-affirm their Final Approval of 28 February 1990, subject 
to the same conditions. 

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very- truly yours. 

William B. Hildreth, L.S. 

WBH/cmg 

c c Mark E d s a l l , P . E . 

aJtkjQ&z&sa/ 

£C: A/.£. 



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: TOWN PLANNING BOARD 

FROM: SUPERVISOR GREEN 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION 
MOORES HILL ESTATES SUBDIVISION 

DATE: July 11, 1990 

The Town has discussed the matter of installation of water mains 
by the developers of the above-captioned projects to service the 
residential units with municipal water. The Town endorses the 
concept of continuing the existing water main on Route 207 near 
Silver Stream Road. 

The water line shall be installed according ..to standards 
established by the Town of New Windsor and in accordance with 
plans approved by the Engineers for the Town, McGoey, Hauser and 
Edsall Consulting Engineers P. C. The water line that is to be 
installed from Route 207 along Riley Road shall be a minimum size 
of 12 inches in diameter and shall extend to the most southerly 
entrance to Blossom Heights. The Town will require a .loop system 
with placement of fire hydrants and other appurtenances as 
established by the Engineers. The line should have facilities to 
allow further extension along Riley Road and other areas as 
directed by the Engineers. 

The Town requests that the developers in this service area (which 
may also include Victoria Center) enter into an agreement with 
the Town to initially be an outside user with the understanding 
that the projects will become part of a larger water district 
soon to be developed in the Riley Road area. All construction 
shall be performed by developers of the above projects at their 
expense and the system shall be dedicated to the Town of New 
Windsor. 

Please proceed with these projects through the preliminary 
approval, based upon (and conditional upon) municipal water. 
After preliminary approval has been obtained, the Town will then 
negotiate and enter into the required written agreements which 
must be done prior to final approval. After preliminary 
approval, the developer should be directed to proceed through 
County Health Department. 

George A. Green 

JTS/PAB 

(TA DAILYI20-042590.BHS) 
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LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR NEW YORK 12550 LOC/mONSURVEYS 
TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 

20 September 1990 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

ATT: Mr. Carl Scheifer, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS, SECTION I; REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF 
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL 

Dear Mr. Scheifer: 

On behalf of our clients, we hereby request an extension of the 
Conditional Final Approval for the Subject project in order to 
complete the process of obtaining a Proformance Bond for the 
Public Improvements on this project. The requested extension is 
for six <6> months. 

If any questions should arise concerning this project, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very truly Yjany^c 

El ias D. Grevas, L.S. 

EDG/cmg 

cc Mark J. Edsal1, P.E.,'Planning Board Engineer 

s£2J /'//{M 

Jt/adlO @ 
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SfTEPLANMNG Hildreth, p.a 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW W f N D S O a NEW YORK 12553 LOCATION SURVEYS 
TELEPHONE (914)562-8867 

24 November 1990 

Town of New Windsor, Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

ATT: Mr. Carl Scheifer, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS, SECTION I; REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF 
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL 

Dear Mr. Scheifer: 

On behalf of our cl ients, we hereby request an extension of the 
Conditional Final Approval for the Subject project in order to 
complete the process of obtaininq a Proformance Bond for the 
Public Improvements on this project. The requested extension is 
for ninety (90) days. 

If you should have any questions concerninq this project, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Ver-v truly yours, 

iil'JU^^ fa 
W i l 1 iam B. H i l d r e t h , L . S . 

WBH/cmg 

cc Mark J , E d s a l 1 , P . E . , P l a n n i n g B o a r d E n g i n e e r 

DEC 1 1 * • 
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(&c*&x£ 8 6 - 7 4 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, SEWER, «Mm*fe REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision PhiA^r™ JJHAVLU a s submitted by 

/jAjjj^f>\ ^ for the building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved 

disapproved . 

If disapproved, please list reason /wujr £j~*tfJ *p %=/<*. 

f 

<&u 
HIGHWAY SU^RiOTHKDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

^ t>ATE 

cc:M e. 



IOC.PB 
BLOSM.PB 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TOs Town Planning Board 

FRONs Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 13 February 1990 

SUBJECT: Blossom Heights Subdivision, Section I 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBERi PB~ 86-74 
DATEDI 1 February 1990 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBERi FPS-90-010 

A review of the above referenced subdivision plan was conducted on 
13 February 1990. 

This subdivision, Section I is accepted. 

PLANS DATED: 18 October 1989, Revision I 

Robert F. Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

FEB 1 4 WO 



86 - 7 4 
BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D . O . T . , O . C . H . , O . C . P . , D . P . W . , WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and p l a n s f o r the S i t e Approval^ 

S u b d i v i s i o n >/ . as submit ted by 

(Q^i^q . ^A. UvUv^t^ f ° r t h e b u i l d i n g or s u b d i v i s i o n of 

T & i s s n t ^ ' l ^ V f e Srid-iftti X \ h a s b e e n 

reviewed by me and i s approved v^ ; -

disapproved . 

I f d i sapproved , p l e a s e l i s t reason 

?»^ Vvoyjxk^ >OY SftnXWu \/»,vnwA \ Q Y eft eh >ou\\A\m<^ 

^ ) W o O ^ c * Btu—TO P m t X Tor 1 > T \Qtuh u>v\Vy VosfAunn,*, P V M Ma ,Sf»t»o*s / 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

J DATE 

ec:M€. 

file:///Qtuh


uiJU^ae^C Q Q « 7 4 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W. , M M P , SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

rj^\c^S<>ci— ^2&* • \ has been 

reviewed by me and is approved_ 

^3i "rapprnvrf̂  

I f d iSTPpprp^o^T—[TiF>agp n gT i ^ ^ ^ n . . 

^ C A \ C \ 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

- & 
WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

CC:H.£. 



Mr. Edsall: Mr. Grevas contacted me and asked since he had other 
items to attend to if I felt it was necessary since he had put a 
letter on record with the Board requesting six month extension, if 
I felt it would be necessary that he come to the meeting. I know 
the Board had acted previously on correspondence so he is not coming 
tonight based on my suggestion. 

Mr. Schiefer: Anyone have a problem with giving him a six month 
extension? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I so move. 

Mr. Soukup: Seconded. 

Mr. Schiefer: Motion has been made and seconded that Blossom Heights 
Subdivision, Riley Road be granted a six month extension of prelimin­
ary approval. 

ROLL CALL.'. 

Mr. McCarville Aye 
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Soukup Aye 
Mr. Pagano Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 

-26-



ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
Division of Environmental Health 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL OF REALTY SUBDIVISION PLANS 

TO: Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund 
13 W. Main St. 
Washingtonville, NY 10992 

» 

The Orange County Department of Health certifies that a realty 
subdivision map entitled Blossom Heights - Section I, dated August 
11, 1989, latest revision October 18* 1989 located in the Town of 
New Windsor showing plans for providing satisfactory and adequate 
water supply and sewage facilities for said subdivision have been 
filed with and approved by the Department on this date pursuant to 
Article II of the Public Health Law* 

The following information was furnished in the application for 
approval of plans: 

Total area: 10*62+ acres Number of lots* 11 

Water supply: Temporary individual wells to be abandoned when water 
is available from Town of New Windsor Water System. 

Sewage disposal: Town of New Windsor Sewer System 

The owner intends to build on some lots and sell others without 
building. 

Approval of the proposed water supply and sewage facilities is 
granted subject to the following conditions: 

1. THAT the proposed facilities are installed in conformity 
with said plans. 

2. THAT no lot or remaining lands shall be subdivided 
without plans for such resubdivision being filed with 
and approved by the Orange County Department of Health. 

3. THAT the purchaser of a lot sold without water supply 
and/or sewage disposal facilities installed thereon will 
be furnished with a reproduction of the approved plans 
and shall be notified of the necessity of installing 
such facilities in accordance with the approved plans. 

4. THAT the sanitary facilities on these lots shall be 
inspected for compliance with the approved plans at the 
time of construction by a licensed professional engineer 
and written certification to that effect shall be 
submitted to this Department and the local Building Code 
Enforcement Officer prior to occupancy. 

A 

November 9. 1989 
Date M.J. Schleifer, P.E. 

Assistant Commissioner 
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, New York 12550 
(014) 565-8800 

Post-It1" brand fax transmittal memo 7671 

1763 

18 September 1989 

Shaw Engineering 
744 Broadway 
Newburgh, New York 12550 

Co. 

Dept. 

Fax *33-3-3l4&<f 

#of 3-\ 
T^Xf1*' 
F*x# 

I 

ATTENTION: 

SUBJECT: 

Gentlemen: 

JOHN NOSEK 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION (86-74) 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

Attached here to, please find a copy of pages one and two of the 
minutes for the regular Town of New Windsor Planning Board meeting 
held on 10 February 1988. As you will note from said minutes, the 
planning board, by resolution at that meeting, granted preliminary 
approval to the Blossom Heights Subdivision. 

Should you require any additional information with regard to this 
project, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at 
562-8640. 

Very truly yours. 

Edsall, P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 

:sjg 

cc: Town Planning Board 

shaw 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

TOWN HALL, UNION AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

FEBRUARY 10, 1988 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: HENRY SCHEIBLE, CHAIRT^N 
DANIEL MC CARVILLE 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

ABSENT: RON LANDER 

LAWRENCE JONES 
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN 
CARL SHIEFER 
JOHN PAGANO 

MARK EDSALL, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 
JOSEPH RONES, PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY 
MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR 

Mr. Scheible called the regular meeting to order. 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION (86-74) 

Mr. Elias Grevas came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Grevas: Following our public hearing on this and in response to some of the 
comments made during the hearing and in the engineers comments revised a couple 
of things. Number 1 we have taken the short cul-de-sac street out and 
straightened up these lots. There was a short cul-de-sac street here Mr. Mc • 
Carvile remembers commenting on it one of the items was the showing of the 
sectionalzation of the project. Section 1,2 and 3 . They are shown with the dark 
lines on the plan. You will notice in the file is a letter written to the 
Planning Board in which I state our clients intention to request preliminary 
approval on the entire site but we will only proceed with final approval on the 
first section which is 11 lots in the hopes that the Town will bring the Town 
water line in there that we have been working on for two and a half years. I 
believe that I have covered all of the items as I said before in the engineers 
comments and those items that were brought up by the Board members during the 
public hearing. We are at this time requesting preliminary approval so we can 
proceed to the Health Department as the next step *in the subdivision. Basically 
that is it. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Hank at last meeting since all the members weren't here there 
was four here and I asked Lou to hold off until this meeting to discuss this 
when all members would be here. 

Mr. Scheible: I think that was a wise decision. 



Mr. Jones: He is just seeking preliminary approval? 

Mr. Grevas: Correct. 

Mr. Jones: Its got everything we asked for I see no objection. I make a motion 
to grant preliminary approval for the Bloosom Heights subdivision. 

Mr. Mc Carviile: Did we do a SEQR declaration on this? 

Mr. Scheible: All done. 

Mr. Schiefer: I will second that motion. 

ROLL CALL: 

MR. SCHIEFER 
MR. JONES 
MR. PAGANO 
MR. MC CARV1LLE 
MR. VAN LEEUWEN 
MR. SCHEIBLE 

FOXWOOD DEVELOPMENT 

AYE 
AYE 
ABSTAIN 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

SITE PU*I (86-91) 

Mr. John Wheeler fro Foxhill Development and Art Bron, Planner came before the 
Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Bron: Ne do have with us Joe Berger from chazen Associates becuase one of 
the topics wil be drainage. 

Mr. Scheible: Is that the most updated plan? 

Mr. Bron: We are here this evening to discuss the draft environmental impact 
statement. It is my understanding in the process we are seeking the Planning 
board to consider to declare the draft environmental impact statement acceptable 
for the purposes of public review. We are at that point in the process. 

Mr. Mc Carviile: A couple things I read, one was about some possibility of site 
work that had to be done on a side street off 94, Garden Drive, it mentioned a 
problem in there with some water. Its been a problem for some years. Are you 
familiar with that? 

Mr. Wheeler: I am not sure with the specific residents. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen:— Forrest Hill. 

Mr. Mc Carviile: What was interesting that is kind of acknowledged the problem 
but didn't lay out any kind of recommendation of just something that will come 
later on. 

Mr. Wheeler: Mr. Berger will handle that he did all the drainage study both up 
the water shed and below. 



RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL. P.E. 

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

10 November 1989 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: MUNICIPAL WATER SERVICE FOR BLOSSOM HEIGHTS (86-74) 
AND MOORES HILL SUBDIVISIONS (P/B 87-67) 

On 9 November 1989 a meeting was held at the request of Town Attorney 
J. Tad Seaman to review the alternatives for municipal water service 
with the applicant's representatives for the subject projects. 
Basically, the Town expressed their interest to the applicant's 
representatives in having them cooperate in the installation of a loop 
water system to serve both subdivisions. It is proposed that 12" 
mains be installed up Riley Road and Moores Hill Road, tied into the 
existing municipal water line near Route #207 and Silver Stream Road. 
The "loop" connection would be made through the Blossom Heights 
subdivision, utilizing 8" diameter pipes. In addition, an 8" branch 
line system would be installed in the Moores Hill Estates subdivision 
to service those lots. Provisions would be made in the Moores Hill 
subdivision for future feed to an 8" main in Weather Oak Hill Road. 

It is the concept of this proposal that the developers install all the 
mains and utilize same via an outside user agreement with the Town. 
In the future, when other areas are served and additional mains 
installed, it is anticipated that a district will be formed. 

The representatives of the developers, namely Lou Grevas and Greg Shaw 
for Blossom Heights and Michael Sandor (Ramandi Engineering) for 
Moores Hill Estates felt this was a reasonable proposal that would 
better serve both developments. It was left up to those 
representatives to coordinate with the principals of each development 
in an attempt to reach an agreement (between them) and how the system 
could be designed and installed. We advised all present that we had 
no preference in who designed the system and made the Orange County 
Department of Health applications; however, the designs would require 
review by the Town. Observation of construction would also be 

Licensed in New York. 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 



MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: MUNICIPAL WATER SERVICE FOR BLOSSOM HEIGHTS (86-67) 
AND MOORES HILL SUBDIVISIONS (87-74) 

-2-

performed by the applicant's design engineers, as well as the Town's 
representatives. After construction, the system would be dedicated to 
the Town of New Windsor for operation and maintenance. 

Both developers indicated a desire not to delay the Planning Board 
review process because of these system designs and the need for an 
agreement with the Town. We indicated that, inasmuch as a district 
will not be formed at this time, it should not take too long to 
complete the agreement with the Town in regard to this system and 
outside user agreement. Also, there is the possibility the 
subdivisions could receive approval from the Planning Board, subject 
to final approval from the Orange County Department of Health. This 
aspect would need further investigation with the Town Supervisor and 
Planning Board Chairman. 

Respectfully submitted, 

cc: George A. Green. Supervisor 
Town Planning Board files 

blsmheit.Xb 



& LAND SURVEYORS LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

Grevas 
Hildrethpx: 
33 OUASSAICK AVENUE. NEW WINDSOa NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 

8 August 1989 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

At11-Mr. Carl Schiefer, Chairman 

SUBJECTi BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD 

Dear Mr. Schiefer: 

Reference is made to the Preliminary Approval granted this 
project on 10 February 1988, and the subsequent action taken by 
the board on 11 January 1989 concerning the Environmental 
Assessment Negative Declaration for the N.Y.S.D.E.C. 

The purpose of this letter is to request an extent ion of the 
Preliminary Approval, since the approvals by the N.Y.S.D.E.C. and 
the Orange County Department of Health have not yet been 
received. 

I will be in attendance at your meeting tomorrow evening, 9 
August 1989, requesting the extent ion. If any questions 
should arrise during that meeting, I will be happy to answer 
them. 

Very truly yours 

E l i as D. Grevas, L.S. 

EDG/bg 

cc: Mark Edsa l1 , P .E. 

4 ^ ; ^ £L 



Mr. Schiefer: I have a letter from Mr. Grevas dated January 11th, 1989 
regarding preliminary approval granted to the subject subdivision at 
10 February 1988. 

Mr. Grevas: As a result of the approval plans have been submitted to 
the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation and the 
Orange County Department of Health. The DEC has requested lead 
agency determination of the effect on the environment, requesting 
that a negative declaration be made so the review process can be re­
sumed . 

Mr, McCarville: I make a motion that we declare a negative declara­
tion with regard to the Blossom Heights subdivision on Rieley Road. 

Mr. Grevas: A long form was submitted, you assumed lead agency when 
we had the public heading. We came back in February, we got prelim­
inary approval and apparently, everybodyvthought that this had been 
done-*»but it wasn't and the DEC wants' a form that says yes, it-has 
been done, 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We gave preliminary approval. 

Mr. Grevas: Yes, 

Mr, VanLeeuwen; I'll make a motion that we make a negative declara­
tion as; lead agency with regard to the Blossom Heights Subdivision on 
Rieley Road, 

Mr, McCarvillet.. I will second that motion. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. VanLeeuwen 
Mr. McCarville 
Mr. Lander 
Mr. Pagano 
Mr, Jones 
Mr. Schiefer 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 

-18-



•AS OF: $2/27/89 ^ PA6E: 1 
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

__-JSk-47-56—NE1UUMDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEK8IN - TOWN OF NEB HINDSOR 
TASK: 86- 74 

TASK-NO REC - D A T E - TRAN ERPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIHE 
DOLLARS 

EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 
86-74 

400 
401 

2226 
2176 
4283 
5637 
5651 
5638 
8119 
8525 
8776 
8775 
18540 

01/18/87 
01/25/87 
06/08/87 
06/09/87 
08/25/87 
10/27/87 
10/27/87 
10/28/87 
01/26/88 
01/26/88 
02/08/88 
02/11/88 
08/19/88 

TIHE 
TIHE 
TIRE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIRE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 

HJE 
FHD 
HJE 
FHD 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
DHL 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 

HC 
CL 
HC 
CL 
HC 
HC 
HC 
HC 
HC 
CL 
HC 
HC 
HC 

BLOSSOH HEIBHTS 
BLOSSOH HEI6HTS 
BLOSSOH HEI6HTS 
BLOSSOH HEIBHTS 
BLOSSOH HEIBHTS 
BLOSSOH HEIBHTS SUBD 
BLOSSOH HGTS 
BLOSSOH HEIBHTS 
BLOSSOH HTS SUBD 
LTR/BLOSSOH HEIBHTS 
BLOSSOH HTS 
BLOSSOH HTS , 
BLOSSOH 

40.00 
17.00 
40.00 
17.00 
40.00 
40.00 
40.00 

_ 40.00 
40.00 
17.00 
40.00 
40.00 
40.00 

0,50 
0.50 
0.50 
0.50 
0.50 
1.00 
0.50 
0.50 
1.50 
0.50 
0.50 
0.50 
0.50 

20.00 
8.50 

20.00 
8.50 
20.00 
40.00 
20.00 
20.00 
60.00 

• 8.50 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 

86-74 17558 08/17/88 BILL Blossoi Partial bill 

86-74 28619 
36-74 28623 
86-74 30676 

01/16/89 TIHE 
01/17/89 TIHE 
02/14/89 TIRE 

HJE 
HJE 
RDH 

HC BLOSSOH 
HC BLOSSOH 
HC BLOSSOH HBTS HTR SYS 

60.00 0.50 
60.00 0.30 
60.00 1.00 

285.50 

30.00 
18.00 
60.00 

-265.50 

-265.50 

TASK TOTAL 393.50 0.00 -265.50 128.00 

~*ttlD TOTAL 393.50 -0.00 -265.50 ;128.00 
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Appendix A 

State Environmental Quality Review 
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

Purpose; The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project 
or action may be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequent­
ly, there are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasureable. It is also understood that those who determine 
significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the environment or may be technically expert in environmental 
analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting • 
the question of significance. 

The ful l EAE is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination 
process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible to allow introduction of information to f i t a project or action. 

Full EAF Components: The ful l EAF is comprised of three parts: 

Part 1 : Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project 
data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3. 

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides 
.".' guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-

large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced. 

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the 
impact is actually important. 

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE-Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: "ft Part 1 "Kf Part 2 DPart 3 

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting 
information, and considering both the magitude and importance of each impact, i t is reasonably determined by the 
lead agency that 

JSf A. The project wi l l not result in any large and important impactfs) and, therefore, is one which wil l not 
have a significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration wi l l be prepared. 

D B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there wi l l not be a significant 
effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, 
therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration wil l be prepared.* 

D C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact 
. on the environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared. 

* A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions 

Blossom Heights, Major Subdivision 
Name of Action 

Name of Lead Agency 

I Print or Type Name of Responsible, Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer 

Signature of Responsible^&fficer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible officer) 



PART 1 —PROJECT INFOR u^JON 

Prepared by Project Sponsor 
NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant etfee* 
on the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions wil l be consioert-
as part of the application for approval and.may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any addition* 
information you believe wil l be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3. 
It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and wi l l not involve 
new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specu-. 
each instance. 

NAME OF ACTION 
Blossom Heights, Major Subdivision 

LOCATION OF ACTION (Include Street Address, Municipality and County) -

W. side Riley Road, 1,200'+ south of Route 207, Town of New Windsor, Ora 
NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund 
BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

(914> 4 9 6 - 9 1 4 1 
ADDRESS 

1 3 W. M a i n S t r e e t 
•cmr/po 

Washingtonville 
NAME OF OWNER (II different) 

STATE 
N . Y . 

ZIP CODE 
1 0 9 9 2 

BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

( ) 
ADDRESS 

CfTYAPO STATE ZIP CODE . 

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION 

Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable 

A. Site Description 
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas. 
1 . Present land use: DUrban Dlndustrial OCommercial ^Residential (suburban) 

DForest DAgriculture DOther 

2. Total acreage of project area: 4 2 . 5 9 ± acres. 

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE 

DRural (non-farrr 

Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) 
Forested 

Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) 
Water Surface Area 

Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fi l l) 

Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 
Other (Indicate typrt l a w n a r e a s 

A 2+ 

0 . 6 ± 

PRESENTLY 
acres 
acres 
acres 

acres 
acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

AFTER COMPLETION 
2 7 . 8 + i*. acres 

acres 
acres 

acres 
acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

0 . 6 * 

4 . 6 + 
9 . 6 + 

DModerately well drained 15% % of site 

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? 
a. Soil drainage: DWel l drained 80Z % of site 

DPoorly drained 5% % Qf site 

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the bt\ 
Land Classification System? acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370). "*"' 

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? DYes ^ ^ N o 
a. What is depth to bedrock? (in feet) 

2 



; . /vprqximaie percentage of proposed pro^rtt site with slopes: 00-10% . 80;4 ^ v D10-15% '<> 
D15% or greater J ^ % 

6. ts project substantially contiguous to. or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National 
Registers of Historic Places? DYes ©No 

7. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? DYes ^ONo 

8. What is the depth of the water table?. (in feet) i n f o r m a t i o n n o t y e t ^ a v ax a ^ 

9. is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? DYes (2fNo . . ., . . 

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? DYes ^ N o 

11. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered? 
•Yes ®No • According to Aat QL-m» t t^-u u u l JFUL H I M I . K V * K . Y . S . D . E . I -

r Identify each species ___— '. . ——• ~ 

12. Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations) 

•Yes 0 N o Describe _L — : -— — 

13. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area? 
EJYes DNo If yes. explain UNAUTHORIZED USE BY NEIGHBORS, CHILDREN 

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? 
•Yes tf$No 

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: 

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary 

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: Q ^ + 

a. Name u n n a j n e d p o n d ; b $ j z e ( I n a c r e s ) _ J 

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? £jyes DNo 
a) If Yes. does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? COfes DNo 
b) If Yes. wil l improvements be necessary to allow connection? lOVes DNo 

18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law. Article 25-AA. 
Section 303 and 304? DYes 53No 

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8 
of the ECL. and 6 NYCRR 617? DYes £]No 

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? DYes QNo 

B. Project Description 
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fil l in dimensions as appropriate) 

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor ^ * 5 9 acres. 

b. Project acreage to be developed: ^ 2 ' 5 ^ acres initially; ^ 2 * -*9 acres ultimately. 

c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped acres. 

d. Length of project, in miles: _- (If appropriate) 

e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed %; 

f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing 0 ; proposed 8 ^ 

g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour (upon completion of project)? 

h. If residential: Number and type of housing units: 
One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium 

Initially 12 

Ultimately 4? 

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure 3 5 ' height; 4 5 * w j d th ; 8 0 > length. 

j . Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 7 004; f t . ( t o t a l , b o t h r o a d s 



J. How m u c natural material Jflfc, rock, earth, etc.j wiii be removed f r o m H i b i t e ? — 0 tons/cubic yards 

3. Wil l disturbed areas be reclaSed? &¥es DNo ON/A ' 
a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? s t r e e t s l o p e s , l a w n a r e a s 

b. Wi l l topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? SYes DNo 

c. Wi l l upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? DYes O N o 

4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? i ^ * l * - acres. 

5. Wil l any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project? 
DYes © N o 

6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction - _ months, (including demolition). 

7. If multi-phased: 

a. Total "number of phases anticipated •* (number). 
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 May month 1 9 8 8 — : — year, (including demolition). 

c. Approximate completion date of final phase r>pp.. month , ...199.Q - — year. 

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? DYes S N o 

8. Wil l blasting occur during construction? DYes DNo i n f o r m a t i o n n o t y e t a v a i l a b l e 

9. Number of jobs generated: during construction 1 0 Q - ; after project is complete 

10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project ° _. 

11. Wil l project require relocation of any projects or facilities? DYes IgNo If yes, explain __ 

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? SYes DNo 1 4 , 7 0 0 G . P . D . 

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount s e w a g e : 2 1 , 0 0 0 M G Q.: 

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged H u d s o n R i v e r 

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? DYes S N o Type ; 

14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes J0^o 

Explain ; \ -
15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? -©Yes - ISJNo i n f o r m a t i o n n o t — y 

16. Wil l the project generate solid waste? QYes DNo a v a i l a b l e 

a. If yes, what is the amount per month 13 tons 

b. If yes, wi l l an existing solid waste facility be used? 0Yes D N o 
c. If yes, give name Orange County L a n d f i l l : location New Hampton, N .Y. 
d. Wi l l any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? GOYej. (IfNo 

e. If Yes, explain • , : 

17. Wi l l the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DYes S N o 

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month. 

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years. 

18. Wi l l project use herbicides or pesticides? DYes S N o 

19. Wil l project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? DYes 0 N o 

20. Wil l project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DYes C N o 

21. Wil l project result in an increase in energy use? 0Yes DNo 
i* .« - _i- *_ . ,_* m E l e c t r i c i t y , Fue l O i l , N a t u r a l Gas If yes % indicate type(s) 1_! 

22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity gallons/minute: / h o m e ( m i n . ) 

23. Total anticipated water usage per day 1 6 , 8 0 0 gallons/day. 

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? DYes 0 N o 

If Yes, explain . 
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-,*. 'Approvals Required: ^ B I B Submittal 
/ Type Date 

City, Town, Village Board UYes flNo : 

City, town, Village Planning Board £Yes DNo S u b d i v i s i o n Aug l 9 8 6 

City, Town Zoning Board DYes 0 N o . 

City, County Health Department £IYes DNo W a t e r S u p p l y : S u b d i v i s i o n 

Other Local Agencies DYes S N o . 

Other Regional Agencies 0 . C. P I . DYes DNo P l a n n i n g , 
MVQ nvc S a n . S e w e r E x t e n s i o n 

State Agencies N Y S D t ^ DYes DNo : 

Federal Agencies DYes SNo » 

C. Zoning and Planning Information 
1 . Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? SYes DNo 

If Yes, indicate decision required: 

Dzoning amendment Dzoning variance Dspecial use permit (^subdivision Dsite plan 

Dnew/revision of master plan Dresource management plan Dother 

2. What is the zoning classification(s)of the site? R~~3 -

3. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning? 
As shown 

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? R " "3 

5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning? 

42 single-family homes __^_ - _ ^ _ 

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? SYes D N o 

7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a V5 mile radius of proposed action? 
R-3; single family residential 

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a !4 mile? EdYes D N o 

9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? ^ 
, \A/U » • *u • • . - ... 3 2 , 7 6 0 S . F . 
a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? 

10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? DYes O N o 

1 1 . Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police. 
fire protection)? SYes DNo 

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? EYes DNo 

12. Wil l the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? 0Yes DNo 

a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? OVes DNo 

D. Informational Details 
Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse 

impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or 
avoid them. 

E. Verification 
I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge. . R e v 26 J a n . 19* 

Applicant/Sponsor N a m e y M - d o r ^ R ^ » l t : y E m p l o y e e s P e n s i o n F u n d _ ^ 2 6 * A u g 1 9 8 7 

Signature /y*£^~^-^&^^—^. " Title(Elias D. Grevas) Land Surveyor 

" / J * a c t l o n " ' n t h e C o a $ t a , A r e a ' a n d V ° u a r * a ***«* agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 
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Responsibility of Lead Agency . . 

General Information (Read Carefully) . j d ( 0 , m i r t a t i n n « been 
• In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determ.nat.ons oee 

reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst. 
• Identifying that an impact wi l l be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily s i ^ r , c * n * ; 

Any large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to .determine significance. Identifying an impact in column i simp.> 
asks that it be looked at further. ' . 

• The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold ot 
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the Mate ana 
for most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriate 
for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3. 

• The i m p a c t s ^ each project, on each site, in each locality, wil l vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and 
have been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question. 

• The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question. 

• In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumlative effects. 

Instructions (Read carefully) 
a. Answer each of the 19 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there wil l be any impact. 

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers. 
c. If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the 

impact. If impact threshold equals or exceeds any exarnple provided, check column 2. If impact wi l l occur but threshold 
is lower than example, check column 1. 

d. If reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3. 

e. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by changes) in the project to a small to "^derate 
impact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not poss»ble. This 
must be explained in Part 3. 

IMPACT ON LAND 
1 . Wil l the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site? 

DNO SYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 
foot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area exceed 
10%. 

• Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than 
3 feet 

• Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. 

• Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within 
3 feet of existing ground surface. 

• Construction that wi l l continue for more-than 1 year or involve more 
than one phase or stage. 

• Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per year. 

• Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfil l. 

• Construction in a designated floodway. 

• Other impacts :— 

2 . Wil l there be an effect tt. „.iy unique or unusual land forms found on 
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc.)DNO DYES 

• Specific land forms: '. . 
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)|:^¥?SA:f *f" • IMPACT ON WATER 
3.1 W|l? proposed action affect any water body designated as protected? 

'*!(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law. ECL) 
••'[ ' - ' ^ - r " •"'•'."', .. • 3QNO DYES 

(Examples t^fat w o u l d apply to co lumn 2 
• Developable area of site contains a protected water body. 

• Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a 
protected stream: 

• Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water body. 

• Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland. 

• Other impacts: -» ' " -•••<,- j — : 

4.1 Wil l proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body 
sof water? DNO StfES 
J Examples that would apply to column 2 

• A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water 
. or more than a. 10 acre increase or decrease. 

• Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area. 
• Other̂  inVbarts- G r a d i n g & s t o r m d r a i n a g e _ 

'A ••"-•'cu-iv'erts & c h a n n e l i z a t i o n 
•>• • • • • " i ' " ' 1 • • • 

5.^Will.Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater 
^nquajitY or quantity? E N O DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action wi l l require a discharge permit. 

• Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not 
have'approval to serve proposed (project) action. 

•.Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45 
•gallons per minute pumping capacity. 

• Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water 
suppI^Ystem;!; 

• Proposed Action wi l l adversely affect groundwater. 
• Liquid effluent wi l l be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently 

...... do riot exist or have inadequate capacity. 

• Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20.000 gallons per 
"day/'iUii.. •-;";-' 

• Proposed Action wi l l likely cause siltation or other discharge into an 
existing body of water to the extent that there wi l l be an obvious visual 
contrast to natural conditions. 

• Proposed Action wil l require the storage of petroleum or chemical 
products, greater than 1,100 gallons. 

• Proposed Action wil l allow residential uses in areas without water 
and/or sewer services. 

• Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which may 
require new or expansion of existing waste treatment and/or storage 
facilities. 

• Other:, impacts; _ * _ _ 

6 - ) Y # proposed action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface 
> % } ^ l w > f f ^ r " - - - " ; £3MO DYES 
Examples;that would apply to column 2 

• pf°P^^ Action would change flood water flows. 
! : - . . - / - • 7 
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•':->r:\:.:\= 

• proposed Action may cause substantia) erosion. 

• Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. 

• Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway. 
• Other /impacts: '• No change in d r a i n a g e p a t t e r n s , 

' i n c r e a s e i n t ime of c o n c e n t r a t i o n oi wal" ̂ r 

3^NO DYES 

I IMPACT ON AIR 

7. Wil l proposed action affect air quality? 
; Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action wil l induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given 
hour. -

• Proposed Action wil l result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of 
refuse per hour. 

• Emission rate^of. total contaminants wil l exceed 5 lbs. per hour or a 
heat source producing more than 10 mil l ion BTU's per hour. 

• Proposed action wil l allow an increase in the amount of land committed 
to industrial use. 

• Proposed action wil l allow an increase jn the density of industrial 
development within existing industrial areas. 

• Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS 

8. Wil l Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered 
species? S N O DYES 
.Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal 
list,-using the site, over or near site or found on the site. 

• Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildl i fe habitat. 

• Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other 
than "for agricultural purposes. 

• Other ;•impacts:_«!_ 

9...WULProposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or 
non-endangered species? l&NO DYES 
Examples that would apply to. column 2 

• Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or 
migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species. 

• Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres 
of mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important 
vegetation. 

';•! IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES 

10. i Wi l l the Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources? 

• } V"-'^- - / - ; ' ' £ N O DYES 
; Examples that would apply to column 2 

* The proposed action would sever, cross or l imit access to agricultural 
land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.) 
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Small to 
Moderate 

Impact 

• Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of 
agricultural land. 

• The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres 
of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultutal District, more 
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land. 

• The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agricultural 
land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines, outlet ditches, 
strip'cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm 

. field to drain poorly due to increased runoff) 
• Other impacts: __ . 

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES 
1 1 . Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? S N O DYES 

(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21,-" 
Appendix B.) 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from 
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether 
man-made or natural. 

• Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of 
aesthetic" resources which wil l eliminate or significantly reduce their 
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource. 

• Project components that will result in the elimination or significant 
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area. 

• Other impacts: • -• 

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre­

historic or paleontological importance? 53NO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially 
. contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or National Register 
of historic places. ,: . _i ";"... 

• Any impact to aft archaeological site or fossil bed located within the 
- project site. 

• Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for 
archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory. 

•. Other impacts: • 

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION 
13. Wil l Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or 

future open spaces or recreational opportunities? 
Examples that would apply to column 2 jQNO DYES 

• The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity. 
• A major reduction of an open space important to the community. 
• Other impacts: _^. \ " ' •'"" 
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IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION 

14. Wil l there be an effect to existing transportation systems? 
CNO EJYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• • Alteration of present patterns qf movement of people and/or goods. 

• Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems. 
• Other impacts: i n c r e a s e - i n t r a f f i c on e x i s t i n g 

p u b l i c r o a d s . : 

* IMPACT ON ENERGY 

15. Wil l proposed action affect the community's sources of fuel or 
energy supply? D N O . DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of 
any form of energy in the municipality. 

• Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy 
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family 
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use. 

• Other impacts: I n c r e a s e in use of e l e c t r i c i t y , 
fuel oil & natural gas 

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS 

16. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result 
of the Proposed Action? . £JNO DYES 

Examples that would apply, to column 2 

• Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive 
facility. 

• Odors wi l l occur routinely (more than one hour per day). 

• Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local 
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures. 

• Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a 
;noise screen. . : ^ ;- ' 

• Other impac ts :_ ' . ~ ' , - - - - • - - - • • - -- ~ • 

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH 

Small to 
Moderate 

Impact 

17 
DYES 

Wi l l Proposed Action affect public health and safety? 

. /Examp les that would apply to column 2 --"--'- -.= --.-'•-''-_ 

• Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous 
substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc.) in the event of 

: accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level 
discharge or emission. 

• Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes" in any 
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating, 
infectious, etc.) 

• Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural 
gas or other flammable liquids. 

• Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance 
within 2.000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous 
waste. s], 

• Other impacts: " '" : :_____ 
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IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER 
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD 

18. Wil l proposed action affect the character of the existing community? 
£)NO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the 
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%. 

• The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services 
wil l increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project. 

• Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. 

• Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. 

• Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 
or areas of historic importance to the community. 

• Development wil l create a demand for additional community services 
(e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) 

• Proposed.Action will set an important precedent for future projects. 

• Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. 

• Other impacts: : 

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public 
potential adverse environmental impacts? 
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If Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or 
If You Cannot Determine the Magnitude of Impact, Proceed to Part 3 

Part 3—EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS 
Responsibility of Lead Agency 

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may be 
mitigated. 

Instructions 
Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2: 

1 . Briefly describe the impact. 

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project changefs). 

3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important. 

To answer the question of importance, consider: 
• The probability of the impact occurring 
• The duration of the impact 
• Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value 
• Whether the impact can or wi l l be controlled 
• The regional consequence of the impact 
• Its potential divergence from local needs and goals 
• Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact. 

(Continue on attachments) 
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27 January 1988 
Page 1 of 2 

ADDENDUM TO FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FQRM~ 
BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIMISION 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY,"N-Y. 

SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY STORM DRAINAGE REPORT 

Storm drainage from the Subdivision Site discharges to the outlet 
stream from Silver Stream Reservoir (Brown's Pond>. The point 
of discharge is a box culvert on Moores Hill Road at the north­
western-most corner of the subdivision. 

Although the total drainage area of the Silver Stream Reservoir 
is in excess of seventeen hundred acres, the Subdivision 
Environs, including the parcel to the subdivided and those areas 
contributing storm drainage immediately adjacent to the 
subdivision, comprise approximately 69.6 acres. Within the 
Su bd i v i s i on Environs, there ar e sma11 wa t e r courses wh i c h 
discharge to the above-noted outlet stream. The most 
significant of these small water courses lies in the northerly 
portion of the subdivision site, and contains two <2) small 
ponds. This water course is the receptor for approximately 
14.5 acres of land, both within the subdivision and outside of 
the subdivision. The proposed storm drainage system for the 
easterly portion of the subdivision discharges to this existing, 
natural water course. 

Drainage calculations (attached hereto) indicate that the 
development of the subdivision will increase the cubic feet per 
second flow at the easternmost pond by 14.S c f s. The total 
volume to be discharged at that pond is 37.6 c f s. Using that 
information, a channel design was calculated to handle the flows. 
Although the ponds will remain, no retention of storm water is 
calculated or proposed. The channel is to be excavated in the 
existing natural stream channel, and is to be contained within 
an easement for maintenance purposes. 

The entire subdivision, including the above-noted area, 
consisting of 69.6+/- Acres, is calculated to result in an 
increase of 56.4 c f s at the point of discharge on Moores Hill 
Road. The structure at the crossing on the road has a waterway 
opening of approximately 45.3 square feet. The difference in 
volume required by this subdivision indicates that a waterway 
opening of 7.52 square feet would be required. This would be 
in addition to that required to carry the normal flows presently 
beino carried by the structure as it exists. 



Page 2 of 2 
ADENDUM TO FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
, BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR. ORANGE COUNTY. N.Y. 

SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY STORM DRAINAGE REPORT 

During a conversation with the Town's Highway Super tendent, Mr. 
Fred Fayo, he indicated that he has not seen the existing 
structure "overtoppino" to road, nor come close to it. 

Although a detai1ed analysis of the Silver Stream Reservoir, 
including volume of inpoundment and spillway sizing, has not been 
done, the comparitave size of the area of the Subdivision 
Environs and the area of the Silver Stream Reservoir Watershed 
would indicate that the present structure will handle the 
additional volume. The Subdivision Environ comprise 
approximately 4X of the watershed for the reservoir. 

Other drainage improvements on the site include aligning existing 
channels and regrading an area near the southwesterly corner of 
the site to provide more direct channel flow in the existing, 
natural channel. In all cases, culvert systems proposed for 
this project are designed to discharge into natural drainage 
patterns. 

Prior to Final Approval, detailed analyses will be provided for 
the internal subdivision storm drainage system, to verify culvert 
sizing and spacing. 

The Town Engineer's Office has been furnished the work sheets 
containing the preliminary calculations referred to above, 
including plans and maps on which the drainage areas have been 
ou11i ned. 
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T O W OF ND^ WINDSOR PLUMING BOARD 

TOWN HALL, UNION AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: HENRY SCHEIBLE, CHAIRMAN 
DANIEL MC CARVILLE 
LAWRENCE JONES 
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN 
CARL SHIEFER 
JOHN PAGANO 

OTHERS PRESENTS 

ABSENT: RON LANDER 

MARK EDSALL, FLAWING BOARD ENGINEER 
JOSEPH RONES, PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY 
MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR 

Mr. Scheible called the regular meeting to order. 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION (ii-74) > 

Mr. Elias Grevas came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Grevas: Following our public hearing on this and in response to some of the 
comments made during the hearing and in the engineers comments revised a couple 
of things. Number 1 we have taken the short cul-de-sac street out and 
straightened up these lots. There was a short cul-de-sac street here Mr. Mc 
Carvile remembers commenting on it one of the items was the showing of the 
sectionalzation of the project. Section 1,2 and 3 . They are shown with the dark 
lines on the plan. You will notice in the file is a letter written to the 
Planning Board in which I state our clients intention to request preliminary 
approval on the entire site but we will only proceed with final approval on the 
first section which is 11 lots in the hopes that the Town will bring the Town 
water line in there that we have been working on for two and a half years. I 
believe that I have covered all of the items as I said before in the engineers 
comments and those items that were brought up by the Board members during the 
public hearing. We are at this time requesting preliminary approval so we can 
proceed to the Health Department as the next step in the subdivision. Basically 
that is it. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Hank at last meeting since all the members weren't here there 
was four here and I asked Lou to hold off until this meeting to discuss this 
when all members would be here. 

Mr. Scheible: I think that was a wise decision. 

- 1 -



Mr. Jones: He is just seeking preliminary approval? 

Mr. Grevas: Correct. 

Mr. Jones: Its got everything we asked for I see no objection. I make a motion 
to grant preliminary approval for the Bloosom Heights subdivision. 

Mr. Mc Carville: Did we do a SEQR declaration on this? 

Mr. Scheible: All done. 

Mr. Schiefer: I will second that motion. 

ROLL CALL: 

MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 

SCHIEFER 
JONES 
PAGANO 
MC CARVILLE 
MAN LEEUWEN 
SCHEIBLE 

AYE 
AYE 
ABSTAIN 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 



T0WNJ3P NEW WTN0SOR_PLANNITNG BOARD 
"|RACKTNGJ5HEET~ 

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT NO. : 

TYPE OP PROJECT: Subdivis ion S i c e Plan 
Lot Line Change~2_I Z1J1 Other (Describe7_2 

TOWN DEPARTMENT REVTEWS: D a t e D a t e N o t 
5l?&id Wot App'd f * Required 

Planning Board Engineer 
Highway ~ ~2 
Bur.Fire Pre v. ~J~ \ ^,1 - — I — — — 
Sewer WMAi 

Water — • ' I_£H_I!L -
Flood OUTSIDE DEPT./AGENCY REVTEWS: 

DOT __̂  
DEC 
O/C PLANNING 
O/C HEALTH 
NYSDOH 
OTHER (SPECIFY) 

SEOR: Lead Agency Action 
Determination 
EAF Short Long \/ Submitted Accepted 
Proxy: Filed Representative 

PUBLIC HEARING: Held (DATE) Waived*^ 
Other 
(* Minor Subdivision and Site Plans only.) 

TIME SEQUENCING: 
(SUBDIVISIONS) 

Sketch Plan Date + 30 days » Action Date 
Preliminary p/H Date ~ + 45 days = Action Date " 
Preliminary App'l Date + 6 months = Final Resub. Date \ 
Final Plan Date + 45 days = Final App'l Date 
TIME SEQUENCING: 
(SITE PLANS) 
Presubmission Conf. Date + 6 months = Submittal Date 
First Meeting Date + 90 days » Final App'l Date 'J 



McGOEYandHAUSER 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914)562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 
Associate 

Licensed in New York, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
NEW WINDSOR #: 
27 JANUARY 1988 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

Bloasoa Heights Subdivision ;. 
-SefciiiiKJi^ Riley •:/ Road 

1 ) . The Applicant has submitted a plan for the subdivision of 42.6 
+/- acre parcel into 42 Lots. The plan has recently been reviewed at 
the 26 August 1987 and 28 October 1987 Planning Board meetings. The 
Public Hearing for this project was held at the latter meeting. 

2). As requested in my previous review comments, the full 
Environmental Assessment Form has been revised. In addition, as an 
attachment to the EAFr the Applicant's professional Representative has 
made an evaluation of the stormwater impact of the project. 

3). In line with my previous comments and the discussion of the 
Planning Board, "Road D" (which was a short cul-de-sac road) has been 
removed and the Lot Layout revised. 

4) . In line with my previous comments, a typical road cross section 
has been added to the plans. The detail is for a Rural Street spec, 
with some minor variations. 

5). The Board may wish to discuss the indicated Offers of Dedication 
for the Drainage Easements. All such Offers should be forwarded to 
the Town Board and Town Attorney. 

6). In line with my previous comments, the plan has been revised to 
indicate the three (3) proposed phases of development. 

7 ) . Based on the date of the Preliminary Public Hearingf the Board 
should either take preliminary action for approval or require that the 
Applicant wave the action deadline. 

itted, 

Edsall, P.E. 
ing Board Engineer 

blossom 



MATTHEW B. GALLIGAN 
City Manager 

CITY OF NEWBURGH 
CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

CITY HALL 
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 

12550 
Phone (914) 565-3333 

26 January 1988 

Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

ATTENTION: HENRY SCHEIBLE, CHAIRMAN 

SUBJECT: BLOOSOM HEIGHTS MAJOR SUBDIVISION; 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR (Our File # 87-56) 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

This letter shall confirm that I have reviewed the major subdivision 
plan for the Bloosom Heights project which is currently under review 
by your Board with the City Consulting Engineer. We understand that 
your Board took the Lead Agency position required under the State 
Environmental Quality Review Act and will be soon making a 
determination of the environmental significance of the project. 

Based on our cursory review of the plan, please be advised that the 
City of Newburgh has minimal concern with regard to this residential 
development nor any additional input regarding the SEQRA process. 
Should you have any questions concerning the above, please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Very truly your, 

Matthew B. Gallioan 
City Manager ' 

cc: William J. Hauser, P.E., City Consulting Engineer 
Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Town Planning Board Engineer 



LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

26 January 1988 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Att: Mr. Henry Scheible. Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD 

Dear Mr. Scheible? 

This is to advise you of our Client's intention, for the record, 
in the review process for the Subject subdivision. 

Preliminary Approval is being requested for the entire project of 
42 single-family residential lots. This is to permit us to 
submit the plans to the Orange County Department of Health and 
New York State Department of Conservation for the water supply 
for each lot and the extent ion of sanitary sewage collection 
system. 

Final Approval, however, will only be sought for Section I <il 
lots) as shown on the Preliminary Plan. This is to allow for 
the necessary time to determine whether or not the the Town water-
system will be extended to service this property. 

It has always been our Client's intention to provide an ex tent ion 
of the Town Water System into the subdivision for this project, 
as evidenced by past submittals and correspondence in the Town's 
files. If Town water is available to this site within a 
reasonable time. Sections II & III will be re-submitted on that 
bas is. 

I will be available answer any other questions the Board may have 
at your meeting of 2? January i?88. 

Me r y t r u1y you r s 

El i a.s D . Grevas. L . S, 

EDG/bg 
cc: Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E. 

Al dorf Re-al ty 

EL1AS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

( 9 1 4 ) 5 6 2 - 8 6 6 7 



Mr. Elias Grevas came before the Board represen^ig this proposal. 

• • • • 
Mr. Grevas: This^s^a letter in response to^rome of the comments 
at a public hearing. I have written a letter to the Board explaining 
my clients' intent in the development of the property as well as replying 
to the comments made by the Town Engineer with reference to the latest 
ones of our latest review by Mark Edsall. This is a Plan subject to the 
public hearing. As stated in my letter, I just handed the chairman 
my clients intent is to request preliminary approval on the entire 42 
lot subdivision but only go to final on section 1 in the hopes the Town 
brings water to us in a fairly reasonable time. As I stated also in my 
letter it has always been my clients intention to provide Town water to 
the site and he is willing to bring it down Reilly Road from 207 but 
we can't tie in any place. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I will read this letter dated January 28, 1988 from 
Mr. Grevas regarding Blossimg Heights Subdivision. They are requesting 
preliminary approval for the entire project of 42 single family lots. 

Mr. Grevas: What that says is this part of the property section lines 
are shown on the plan are these 11 lots right here. Basically this is 
because we can get to the sewers here on Reilly Road with these 11 lots. 
These would be individual wells in accordance with the zoning requirements 
We are holding off on section 2 and 3 because we hear that the Town is 
working on the water district. Though we understood 2i years ago about 
the water we are still willing to try that. My client has always wanted 
to bring Town water here. At any rate the remainder of the questions 
that were brought up at the hearing and the Engineer's comments, I believe 
have been answered. I have clearified some of the items in the EAF form 
that Mark had questions on. We have done a drainage study and I spoke to 
Mr. Fayo concerning this culvert here, the point of ingress and egress. 
The speed limit on these roads is 45 raph and the Town is presently 
lowering those to 40 mph but I heard 35 mph, but Mr. Fayo says 40 mph 
so these points of ingress and egrees in fact were walked over at one 
time with the planning board and myself about two years ago. We all 
met here and went over these two points. Other questions concerning 
the provision of the typical cross section which is on the second sheet 
of the plan and we took out a short subroad called road "Dn on the 
preliminary plan in this area and have just put lots straight away. 
Other than that I think we are ready for preliminary approval so that 
we can go ahead. As I said, previously, I have covered all of the items 
that were called for in the review process and I see Mark has given you 
a list or a set of review comments based on this plan because I have shown 
it to him. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: There is one thing we have a problem tonight as you 
realize we are shorthanded tonight. This is on a review part of the 
agenda. 

Mr. Jones: You are not making any decision tonight? 

-11-



Mr. Van Leeuwen: He has got it for review and you want preliminary 
approval, right? 

Mr. Grevas: We had our public hearing some time ago. 

Mr. Jones: I have my own opinion on this project and I think Lou knows 
about it. 

Mr. Grevas: I am not sure that we do. 

Mr. Jones: I am not an Engineer and I don't pretend to be one, but 
I don't think this land right now can support them all with water, with 
wells and I would not want to be the guy who ok'd that and six months 
down the line after you build a house they are going to storm this town 
Hall about getting hooked up to Town water. You can take it from there 
if you want to. 

Mr. Grevas: There are two things that should be re-emphasized. 
1. The Town zoning has been set up to provide for this type of use 
and 2. The Health Department has to give us approval before we can 
proceed to final. 3. There is also a third point, if there is water 
on to the lot and we can drill for it is individual wells, we are not 
talking about a central water system, it is there. If water is there 
we are allowed to take it. We are allowed to take the water from the 
ground and that is all I can say. 

Mr. Edsall: Obviously, the projections cannot go to the Orange County 
Health Department without preliminary approval which isn't final approval 
it just allows the project to proceed and go on to County Health Department 
Maybe if Mr. Jones concern can be passed on to the Orange County Health 
Dept. you could request that they give extra review as to the conditions 
of the Aquifer and whether or not they feel that they will be a detrimental 
effect on the adjacent property. They should be well qualified to give 
you an answer back. 

Mr. Jones: They are not going to make any test. 

Mr. Grevas: They are going to make us do them. 

Mr. Edsall: It has got to go for review under the realty subdivision 
requirement and you can request that the particular item of extra 
investigation. 

Mr. Jones: I still feel the same way. I don't care who it goes to, 
I wouldn't care if it went to my brother, I don't think there is enough 
water for the houses. I don't want any problems coming into the Town. 
We have enough problems and we don't need any more. 

Mr. Grevas: The trouble is we don't know there is no way we can know. 
You have an opinion, there is any there. 

Mr. Jones: Not enough to take care of 11 houses. 

Mr. Grevas: As I said, we don't know that. 

Mr. Jones: You have seen those sites before, you didn't start to 
be an engineer yesterday or today. 

-12-



• • • • 

Mr. Grevas: That is true and what I know is that I don't know. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: None of us know.the only thing the County will make 
him drill a well on a couple of lots and test the well. 

Mr. Edsall: There are prescribed ways to determine if the drilling of 
the wells will have detrimental effect on adjacent wells. You can request 
that the County look into it and they will set whatever perimeters are 
needed to be sure that there isn't a problem. Well drilling has always 
been a very difficult thing to predict. 

Mr. Grevas: I can't even approach them to find out until we get 
preliminary approval. I have to remember this would not be the first 
time you have taken action on something in the review section. It happenec 
a the last meeting. 

Mr. Jones: My feeling is that it could be defeated tonight. 

Mr. Grevas: It is up to you. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I can bring it to a vote if you want. 

Mr. Grevas: It is up to you. I am requesting preliminary approval. 

Mr. Edsall: You are in need of doing something, either wave the 
deadline or vote. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I will be truthful to you. I would rather ask you 
to wave the deadline and bring it back and I will make sure that it is 
on the next agenda. 

Mr. Grevas: Until the next meeting on the 10th of February. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Right, and we will see if we can get you on the 
agenda when the actual Board can be here. Something as big as this 
should be discussed with the full board. 

Mr. Grevas: I will take your recommendation. I might' get in trouble 
with my client by your advice and I think that is advice well taken. 
I will tell him we will extend until February 10. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Ok, thank you. 

Mr. Edsall: We have letter from the City of Newburgh regarding 
Blossom Heights, saying that they have minimal concern regarding 
this project. , 



Ml I 
McGOEYand HAUSER 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 
TELEPHONE (914)562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

RICHARO D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL.P.E. 
Associate 

Licensed in New York, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
NEW WINDSOR #: 
10 FEBRUARY 1988 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

Blossom Heights Subdivision 
Between Moores Hill Road and Riley Road 
86-74 (Formerly 85-22) 

1). The Applicant has submitted a plan for the subdivision of 42.6 
+/- acre parcel into 42 Lots. The plan was most recently reviewed at 
the 27 January 1988 Planning Board meetings. 

2). Currently the project has Sketch Plan approval, which was granted 
at the 26 August 1987 Planning Board meeting. The Board should 
consider taking preliminary action or require that the Applicant 
further waive the mandatory action deadline. 

3). The Applicant has submitted a Full Environmental Assessment Form. 
This form should include two attachments, the Karnig Forestry Report 
and the Preliminary Drainage Evaluation. It is my recommendation that 
the Board make a conditioned negative declaration for the project 
under the SEQRA Process, with such condition being that any drainage 
related problems (if any) be mitigated as part of the project. 

4). A final review of the submitted drainage calculations will be 
made and comments, if any, will be forwarded directly to the 
Applicant's representative. A final drainage report will be required 
prior to final approval. This report should include determination of 
the contributory drainage area, on-site methods to direct stormwater, 
on-site contribution calculation, downstream path determinations and 
conclusion. 

5). The plan as currently submitted appears acceptable for 
preliminary approval, from an engineering standpoint. 
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CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
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PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
NW#: 
28 September 1987 

IOWN_OF_NIW„WINDS0R 
PLANNING^BQARD 
REVllw_COMMENIS 

Blossom Heights Major Subdivision 
Between Moores Hill Road and Riley Road 
85-22 (86-74) 

1. The Applicant has submitted a Plan for the subdivision of a 42.6 
+/- Acre parcel into 42 lots- The Plan has been reviewed most 
recently at the 26 August 1987 Planning Board Meeting, at which time a 
Sketch Plan Approval was granted -

2. The report from the Superintendent of Highways indicates concern 
with regard to the proposed intersection of "Road A" and Moores Hill 
Road. The Applicant should provide additional information and 
indicate site distances on the Plan. A field visit with the Applicant 
and Planning Board present may be advisable regarding this matter. 

3. A review was made of the Full Environmental Assessment Form as 
submitted by the Applicant. Several portions of the form require 
completion or additional information. These items will be coordinated 
with the Applicant's representative. Prior to a SEQRA Impact 
Determination, the EAF should be revised and resubmitted. 

4. A review was made of the roadway profiles for the internal 
roadway network as shown. My comments are as follows: r--: ----- ___.__!; 1 

a. Proposed Roads A, B and C contain areas with a variety of 
slopes ranging from 1.67% up to 10%. If-thefintersection ;..;;..• 
locations with the existing roadways are found acceptable 
based on the field evaluation, the configuration of the 
roadways appear acceptable. _ „1 ;: 

b. Road D, the short cul —de—sac to the southeast off Road 
C, has a slope primarily of 107.. It may not be advisable 
to have a short dead end type arrangement with the maximum 
allowable roadway slope. 



TOWN QF_NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING.BOARD 
REVIiW-COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: Blossom Heights Major Subdivision 
PROJECT LOCATION: Between Moores Hill Road and Riley Road 
NW#: 85-22 (86-74) 
28 September 1987 

Page 2 

c- Future plans should include a typical cross section detail 
of the proposed roadway. 

d. The paving for cul-de-sacs shall have a minimum 100' 
diameter. 

5. The Subdivision Plan indicates that on-site discharge of 
stormwater collected within the roadways will occur- Discharge is 
indicated to the two ponds at the north of the property. The 
Environmental Assessment Form indicates that no increase in water 
surface area is proposed. It is questioned whether additional storage 
capacity is required. The Applicant should provide information to 
indicate same. 

6. As noted in the previous review comments, whom the indicated 
drainage easements are being created to the benefit of must be 
clarified. Further, it is again questioned why the drainage easement 
does not encompass the storage ponds. Responsibility for maintenance 
of all easement areas should be discussed. 

7. The Environmental Assessment Form indicates that the project will : 
consist of three (3) phases. The phasing of the project should be . ^r-
indicated on the Plan. _î  

8. Pri or to Fi nal Approval, the ••assumed road 1ipeM on Ri1ey Road 
should be clarified. : :: - - _ r .-""-:"—-•-?"'-':•"•'/. _ _̂  - -

9. As indicated in the Application information, submittal to the New 
York State Department of Environmental Conservation and OrangeCounty 
Department of Health is required for the sewer and water extensions, 

• /^respectively. ... - _ - -• — ;'-r::v:~t--™-:1L:. 



/1/&/9? 
Mr. Scheible: We just want to make a note of it. There is not going to be any 
decision made here so we can check that situation out. Is there any further 
discussion from the Board? 

Mr. Mc Carville: Question, you need road D? Why don't we get the lots? 

Mr. Grevas: Because what it would do is make shoe string lots out of it and I 
discussed this with Mark earlier to move the road around to try and catch this 
corner. The road is not helping gradewise so I busted this in here to provide a 
big enough turnaround. Incidentally I just remembered there are 130 foot 
diamter cul-de-sac right of way line. So to come in here to gain access to the 
back land is why I did that the maximum grade is ten percent and that is what we 
have got. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Did you put a couple flags where the road is coming out? 

Mr. Grevas: ves. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Maybe a couple of us can go take a look. 

Mr. Grevas: It's been some time. 

Mr. Scheible: We will be glad to go over it again. 

Mr. Schiefer: The frontage on the lots, you have 242 plus 50 plus 275 is that 
really shoe string lots if you divide it into four lots? 

Mr. Grevas: I will tell you what I will do I will take a look at it I don't 
Hike to have too narrow a lot but I will look at it certainly to see if I can 
elimiate that lot. 

Mr. Schiefer: It is short and steep. 

Mr. Grevas: Five hundred seventy five yes, but that is still well ok, 1 will 
take a look at it for redesign in the corner. 

Mr. Schiefer: It is almost 150 foot frontage on each lot 

Mr. Scheible: I'd like to open the public hearing to the public. When you 
stand to ask your question please stand and state your name and address and 
state your questions to Mr. Grevas or to the Board. 

Rick Temple: I live on Reilly Road. I have got several questions I'd like to 
get some clarificationn. I'd like to take a look at the second sheet of the 
particular plot plan because this information was unavailable to us until 
tonight. I'd like to see it if I can within tonight's timeframe and also the 
report from the forrestry and so forth to find out what that is all about. I 
have a couple questions I assume that if you gentlemen have all had a chance to 
take a look at the impact statement submitted by Mr. Grevas for this particular 
development in the area? I assume that is correct, I am making that assumption 
I am wondering what comment you had on that and who have you decided to be the 
lead agency? 

Mr. Scheible: This Board has accepted lead agency. 
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Mr. Temple: Have you reviewed the package? 

Mr. Scheible: Our engineer has taken a close look at the statement as presented 
yes. 

Mr. Temple: Nere there any comments transitutted back regarding that particular 
assessment form? I don't know who I should be directing it to? 

Mr. Scheible: At the proper time the comments wil be brought out and we will act 
upon any comments necessary. 

Mr. Temple: I notice some things I mentioned to the Town Board at the September 
16th meeting. There are some obvious discrepancies as to what was put down on 
the form, the type of land that is going to be developed was stated that is 
currently brush and meadow land. That is not the case there is some other 
statements that says when it defines— 

Mr. Rones: We have since received a forrestry report which amends that part of 
the EAF form. 

Mr. Temple: Amends in what respect? 

Mr. Rones: It identifies the trees, their density and so forth. 

Mr. Temple: I have no access to that but it stil doesn't change the fact it is 
not a meadow land in the form. Also I assume I am, because of the way they are 
going to put it in there they are going to knock out quite a bit of trees, they 
are not going to leave the majority standing. 

Mr. Scheible: It is an understandinng of the Board we have been here for quite 
some time now trying to oversee exactly how much of the timber will be cut down 
that is why it was recommended that a forrestry survey be taken to make sure 
that there would be no excessive cuttings. 

Mr. Temple: We are going to— in fact it is going to be more than ten acres 
which is going to be cut down. 

Mr. Scheible: I haven't had a chance to read the survey as of yet. 

Mr. Temple: Was this information ever sent out to the DEC, this impact statement 
information? 

Mr. Grevas: Doesn't have to be it is an environmental assessment form and the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board is the lead agency. 

Mr. Edsall: Being that the Board has taken lead agency status after a full 
evaluation is made there will be a determination made as far as the significance 
and that will be circulated to all involved agencies what is the normal 
procedure. 

Mr. Temple: Was there any need, any feedback from the Town of Newburgh, it is 
relative to the fact the runoff will be infiltrating into their water supply. 

Mr. Scheible: The City of Newburgh. We haven't received anything back from the 
City of Newburgh. 



Mr. Temple: That whole stream meanders down. 

Mr. Scheible: We have been watching that closely. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: The City of Newburgh has also been advised this project has 
been going on. 

Mr. Temple: I was wondering if there was any feedback. 

Mr. Scheible: They were also invited to be here is there anyone present from the 
City of Newburgh no, I guess not. 

Mr. Temple: The other item I can think of because of the fact this is going to 
be staged in over a period of more than one year will that have any other impact 
in the statements that were made made in the EAF form it states there must be 
another form filled out if you are going to do anything if construction has more 
than a year. 

Mr. Scheible: We don't know how long it is going to take the developer to build 
it so we couldn't be specific to tell him. 

Mr. Temple: He states it is going to take more than a year. 

Mr. Grevas: Yes, we do I don't see a requirement that says we have to start all 
over again in each section though. Where do you see that? 

Mr. Temple: It is on page six. It is impact on the land will result in the 
change of the property of the site applies to column 2 if construction continues 
for more than one year and involves more than one stage— 

Mr. Grevas: That is your opinion. 

Mr. Temple: That is not subject to any interpretation as to what is said that is 
what applies to column 2. 

Mr. Grevas: They are asking what the impact will be I am saying there won't be 
an impact I don't consider it a large impact. 

Mr. Temple: That is not subject for your interpretation, it says applying to 
column 2. 

Mr. Grevas: I will stand with whatever the Planning Board as lead agency tells 
me to do. 

Mr. Temple: Did you gentlemen receive on September 16th I submitted a letter 
and marked up copy of the EAF statement with some of the things I have mentioned 
tonight as being not necessarily accurate or maybe not because I don't have all 
the information I had I was looking for an opinion as to whether or not you have 
seen this and what action if any is going to be taken relative to the 
correction. Have you had a chance to see that? 

Mr. Scheible: You sent a letter? 

Mr. Temple: I submitted it at the Town Board meeting on September 6th. 



I gave double copies and said make sure the Planning Board gets it. 

Mr. Scheible: The petitions are in here. But I don't seem to know, we don't 
have it on record. 

Mr. Edsall: Maybe I can just pass on a comment to the Board and I guess to Mr. 
Temple's benefit as well, one of my comments on record to the Board is that I 
have found a couple areas that I find not to be acceptable in the completion of 
the form. It is not uncommon that two professionals complete a form and don't 
agree on every aspect. I'd be more than happy to go to the Board and get your 
comments as well so when I do complete my review everything will be taken into 
account. 

Mr. Scheible: Thank you Mr. Edsall. 

Mr. Edsall: I have not finished my review because of the fact that I feel some 
items need clarification and I recommend to the Board not to take any SEQR 
action until we have cleaned everything up and Mr. Grevas is aware of that. 

Mr. Temple: I can give you another copy so you can take a look at it. I'd be 
glad to give you another copy for your own records. I have one other item. You 
mentioned Mr. Grevas about the land itself which says there is no change in the 
drainage pattern but an increase of time of concentration of water. Does that 
indicate there might be some flooding in the area? Where would you concentrate 
the water? 

Mr. Grevas: The term time of concentration means the time it takes water to 
reach a certain point. When you pave a site when you provide lawns and roofs on 
a site that presently is wooded or has natural cover what happens is that the 
time of concentration decreased in other words if it takes a half hour for water 
to get from one point to another now it is going to take less time so the term 
time of concentration does not mean concentration at a single point. What we 
have is a water course along the westerly bounds exists to the northwest which 
has a natural holding pattern because it has some room to expand. The only 
constriction would be the culvert at the Moores Hill Road which our calculations 
tell us it is large enough to accept the water from the site that is, 
calculations are subject to the Town engineer and report to the Planning Board. 

Mr. Temple: Fine. Let me give you this and if I may can I take a look at the 
information brought to you this evening on the forrestry report and the second 
page? 

Mr. Scheible: If you want to sit close by here. 

Mr. Temple: Fine. 

Mr. Grevas: There is just one item I want to clear up that is the business 
about meadow or brush land on the site. Now the question is the total acreage 
of the project area 42.59 acres. Underneath that the approximate acreage for 
meadow or brush land not agricultural the next choice is forrested. I always 
think of brush land as wood land I must say when I got together with Mr. Karnig 
and I said what is the difference between woods and forrest he said it is a 
matter of semantics. To surveyors everything is brush so when we got together 
we decided to ask Mr. Karnig to prepare the report so we'd know what it was 
considered. The site according to his report was bare of trees in the fields 



prior to World War 1 it is not a case of a totally mature forrest. 

Mr. Mc Carville: There are some along the stone walls. 

Mr. Grevas: Yes, the maximum age I think Mr. Karnig said is is 170 years. 

Mr. Man Leeuwen: I make a motion we close the public hearing. 

Mr. Jones: I will second that. 

Mr. Dennis Delfino: I own property that borders Silverstream, I'd like to ask if 
anybody has taken the time to figure out how this will impact the girth of the 
stream back there. Some of the properties come very close to it I am wondering 
if anybody has considered it. I have seen the stream swell three times its 
normal size without destruction. I am wondering what is going to happen after 
this. 

Mr. Grevas: That is one of the things as I said that we have considered in the 
design of the storm drainage system which we will get together with Mark and go 
over all of the finite details and report back to the Board about it. There is 
no constriction as far as I can see at the culvert at Moores Hill Road which 
will come off our site, will go through the pipe that has to be proven to Mark 
and therefore to yourself. 

Mr. Delfino: They'd be examining the flow through the culvert? Last year it 
reached the top without any impact. 

Mr. Grevas: For your information there are several different design criteria for 
examining everybody talks about 100 year storms, last May, May of 87 actually we 
had a stinker and that son of a gun I don't know what it did then but I was 
there at an earlier storm what happens a rainfall will exceed a 100 year storm. 

Mr. Delfino: It washed over it last year. 

Mr. Grevas: I saw it I was there after one heavy rain I went out there in May 
of this year and it didn't happen. 

Mr. Delfino: I'd just ask from the standpoint of a person that lives on the 
border of the stream that be taken into very careful consideration. We have 
avoided any damage I have been there six years and natural nature has not 
damaged anybody's property if that changes and there is a reason for it then 
there might be reasons to question what went on there. I don't know in the past 
of anybody complaining of the stream but it does swell quite a ways. 

Mr. Scheible: That is the purpose of a public hearing is to bring the local 
residents in especially in a situation like that you have been living at that 
stream for the last six years or so and you have got first hand insight on 
exactly the flow of the stream how it rises and lowers and that is what we take 
into consideration. Tonight's meeting is not the final meeting of this project. 
There will be further meetings. This is merely to inform the public what is 
happening and let them know exactly where the next steps are going to be taken 
and what all steps are being taken now. There will be more meetings in the 
future after tonights meeting, the Planning Board will mull over what we have 
heard from the audience and from the engineer and over the next couple of weeks 
we will make only preliminary agreement whether we approve or disapprove it. 



Then from there it goes on to the Orange County Board of Health and they have 
to approve the sewer and water situation. So there is quite a bit more to be 
done on a project of this size. 

Mr. Delfino: Is there an environmental impact on the stream area because that 
is a migratory wildlife refuge and I am wondering if anybody is considering the 
impact of the environment through the stream. It may not be damaged but we have 
a lot of wildlife that may be damaged. I am not one to stand in the way of 
progress but I believe a balance could be reached from both the builders and the 
environment if you are careful about it. 

Mr. Rones: The DEC has advised us they don't have any record of endangered 
spieces or significant habitat areas being within the area. 

Mr. Delfino: I can advise the DEC f you'd like I can tell you an being a 
biologist professionally I can tell you it is a habitat. 

Mr. Rones: If you are interested I think you ought to speak with Mr. Hermies, 
Senior Nildlife Biologist at New Paltz. You can have his name and number from 
the letter he sent to us. 

Mr. Temple: A comment you made I think what you stated there was no endangered 
wildlife, he is correct, there isn't endangered species but I will guarantee you 
there is deer there, there is fox that are there, there is owls, hawks just to 
name a few that are all over the place. I have got pictures of a fawn we have 
found. Nhen you said it is not inhabited it is not true. 

Mr. Rones: I suggest you provide us with all of the data you have. 

Mr. Temple: You are telling us that DEC has decided there isn't wildlife out 
there. 

Mr. Rones: They said it is not a significant habitat to whatever information 
you have, if you have photographs I suggest you provide it to us and we can 
consider it. 

Mr. Temple: How do you define significant? 

Mr. Rones: You tell us what is out there and we will decide what is 
significant. 

Mr. Temple: I have done that on several occasions I have done that on numerous 
Board meetings, told people what is out there. 

Mr. Rones: You have to bring us the information because the Planning Board is 
the body that is going to consider it. It might mean the developer might have to 
take certain measures to mitigate the impact of this project. 

Mr. Temple: Nhen you say bring it to you. You mean my telling you and other 
people, telling you and the the Town Board meetings constant references to 
wildlife and concern for the ducks and geese that come in there, the deer run 
through there all the time we have to now write this on a piece of paper isn't 
our words sufficient. I have offered my serviced from the time this was first 
proposed, walk out there and show people where the fox holes are, I can show you 
the rubs the scrapes they are all over out there. It is not insignificant 



• • • • 
% wildlife it is full of wildlife out there and I'd be glad to take any member of 
the Board and I will show you. That is one point, the other point is you 
mentioned you have to do a test for wells that is a major concern because we are 
all on wells. What is the test and the volume of water which must be pumped to 
satisfy the conditions for the developer because if you are going to pump water 
and say that is satisfactory for a house that is not the same test done for a 
development. 

Mr. Grevas: They are individual lots with individual wells, the lot buyer will 
have the same shot as everybody else has. We are going to drill a test well to 
determine water capacity, it might be as we all know we can drill one well on 
one side of the property and one on the other side and get two different 
results. But the County Health Department requires us to show a well the 
quality of water and so forth which we will do. But the water under the ground 
is the right of everyone and when these people purpose the lots and drill their 
well they take the same chances as everybody else. 

Mr. Temple: That may be true but you are talking about continuous water useage 
of 17,000 gallons a day what are you going to do to about individuals that if 
you have to go to wells that have to go deep are they going to effect our water 
supply? 

Mr. Grevas: I have no indication that we are all on the same aquifer I don't 
know that to be true, there is no way that I as an individual can guanantee that 
anybody can drill a well in the ground and get water. Now Mr. Bergdorfman, the 
project attorney is here has done some research on water resources and he can 
answer the question with taking water from the ground. 

Mr. Bergdorfman: The land owner has absolute right to drill a well it cannot be 
considered with respect to the other landowners in addition the Town of New 
Windsor when drafting the Town zoning code was cognizant of the size of the lot 
in relation to the fact whether or not there was a well or public water and that 
fact is not for the Planning Board to decide because that is already set forth 
in the code itself. If there is a public water system and a public sewer system 
the zoning is half acre. If there is public sewer without public water and there 
is a well it is already determined that the size of the lots is 3/4 acre, so 
that is not an issue before the Planning Board. 

Mr. Temple: It is an issue. 

Mr. Bergdorfman: That has to be determined if there is going to be a change in 
zoning the code has been detemined after public hearing which everybody has 
already been to and determined what the size of the lots will be. That is not 
part of the impact statement. 

Mr. Temple: The fact of the matter remaining you are correct in your statement 
saying they have determined the size of the lot but you are wrong in your 
statement if you think that the Town Board itself actually went out and 
determined whether or not that piece of land could support a house on 3/4 piece 
of property where water is being piped to it. 

Mr. Bergdorfman: Mr. Temple if you want to put a well on your land you have the 
right to do it not withstanding your water will drain out the whole piece of 
property, that is your right. We can't bring a cause of action against you the 
Town can't stop us to drill a well. 
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Mr. Delfino: If you inflict a circumstance that infringes on another persons 
property they have a right to bring a case against you in court. I consider 
that an environmental impact. 1 have seen a subdivision in New Windsor turned 
down. 

Mr. Bergdorfmans You have no right against the property. 

Mr. Delfino: New York sill supercedes the decision of the Board is that what 
you are saying? 

Mr. Bergdorfman: I am not familiar with the Board. 

Mr. Delfino: From my experience in New Windsor I think the Town has been very 
careful about how drilling wells will effect water tables and I believe that 
should be an important factor. Do you live in the area, do you live in the area 
sir? 

Mr. Bergdorfman: I think we are going to beat this to death, we have all stated 
our case and we all understand each other we will follow the guidelines of not 
only the County but the State Board of Health as far as water supplies are 
concerned. 

Mr. Temple: When Mr. Grevas initually made this proposal at the August meeting 
for the Planning Board he made a statement he was going to insure there was 
adequate water in the area by having the aquifers looked at. 

Mr. Grevas: I was going to insure it? I never, if I said that I was drunk. 

Mr. Temple: You would insure, you'd check the aquifer, that is in the record. 

Mr. Grevas: I never said that I said I'd look to see what aquifers we are in, 
Clark Kent stopped working for me years ago. I can not see underground. 

Mr. Temple: There are aquifsr maps which tell you whether or not that entire 
tract of land is under one aquifer or what. 

Mr. Grevas: That is what we will bring to the County Health Department when we 
drill the test well. 

Mr. Temple: Will you test to insure that there isn't any damage to the other 
people? 

Mr Grevas: I cannot insure anything. 

Mr. Scheible I know of one well 90 feet deep and get all the water they want and 
there is another well that is 20 feet aware that is 450 feet deet and it goes 
dry all the time so what I am saying here it is like a crap shoot when you start 
drilling wells, anybody who has drilled one can tell you. We can go under the 
guidelines of the County and State Board of Health as far as water supplies are 
concerned. 

Mr. Temple: If the development goes in and we all go down the tubes like the 
place in Goshen where they don't have adequate water so be it and "TS" that is 
the information I am getting from Mr. Grevas. Let's quite hiding behind the 
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law. 

Mr. Grevas: I am telling you the way it is. You bring a water line down there 
and we will look into it. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I make a motion to close the public hearing. 

Mr. Mc Carville: I second that. 
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WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

bS3o^ < W \ ^ £ A ^ S f o r the building or subdivision of 

"StA\oo S I ^ W ^ C , ^ ~ Io± ^/Y has been 

reviewed by me and is approved ^^ , 

d-xs-approy&d _. 

If rlisnpprnvcd, pleabe liat J. 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

/ - ^ & ft^f 
WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 
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1763 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUH 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS 

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 21 January 19 86 • 

The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention. 

y/ The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention for the following reason(s). 

The site plan may not be approved by the Bureau of Fire Prevention 

until such, time as the following is included on the plan. 

1) Water main lines and sizes. 

2) Fiydrants are located on plan every 500 feet along the water 

main and no "dead end" mains exists. 

3) V7ater system is extended to include Section I. 

SIGNED : ^ ^ r / -^^SZ^ 
CHAIRM&fJ 
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: New Windsor Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 23 October 1986 

SUBJECT: Blossom Heights Subdivision 

A review of the abovementioned sit plan was completed this date and 
is rejected for the following: 

1) The site plan does not show any water mains and hydrant 
locations. 

Section 21-10 of the Fire Prevention Local Law states: 

B. There shall be a maximum of five hundred (500) feet between 
fire hydrants situated along water main lines. 

C. Water main lines less than eight (8) inches in diameter are 
prohibited. 

D. Water main lines must loop into the water system and dead­
end mains are prohibited. 

F. The Bureau of Fire Prevention shall approve hydrant locations 
in all areas of the Town of New Windsor, including but not 
limited to: new subdivisions, etc. 

Until such time as the abovementioned have been included on the site 
plan, this plan is rejected. 

Respectfully, 

Robert F. Rodgers 

cc: Bureau of Fire Prevention 
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The maps and planŝ . for the site Approval 

Subdivision \f as submitted by 

LViaXJ \ \ (stwni>i5 £ o r t n e building or subdivision of 

^ \ o ^ o ^ \WoWfe h a s b e e n 

reviewed by me and is approved u^^^ , 
disapproved . 

If disapproved, please list reason. 

\ . 7 ^ - 9oy ^ p ^ T o u s (oiB1iST)o^ ^aim « u * r V « 

Q ̂ ouvee^ oevrmvVb ami vwv9psS\\oK) oV \\oose- (^A^^ls 
^ K 0 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE ) 

file:///WoWfe
file:////oose-


PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NY 12550 

Date 

(This Is a two-sided form) n/l 

elved. • _ ' 
Preappllcatlon Approval. 
Preliminary Approval 
Final Approval 
Fees Paid ._ 

APPLICATION FOR SUBDIVISION APPROVAL 

Date; /0 5&P71 /#$£> 

1. Name of subdivision J^L^^^O/^ &£/<?iSr5 

Address '/3 M* W+.» J K , WSJ6;*>4 &»«//<>, J/-Y- /<?<7<?Z-
(Street No. & Name) (PosfTOflce) (2 

~ — . Phone (y/4) 4-<f&r<%l4J 

3 . Owner of record, 

Address 

^ y ? / / ' C&l / 

(State) 

Phone 

(Zip Code) 

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) 

4 . Land Surveyor jE//#5 Z>, (j)n?l<&S ; Phone 

(Zip Code) 

Address S 3 G>OAS$A\ctL Ai/S. kl&O &0l*£$c»-.tf V• 1 Z£>$& 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip Code) 

5. Attorney, 

Address 

Phone 

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip Code) 

6 . Subdivision location: On the side of Cy/<*cj £&#cC 
(Street) 

!.&*>'± fBBt'^M of / X 5 ^ ^ / g Zo7 
(direction) 

Number of Lots 7. Total Acreage <d2-&^£ 2 o n e jE?-3 

8. Tax map deslgnatlon: Section 32. Lotty 44 *%>U>c£-. 2 . 

&4 

9 . Has this property, or any portion of the property, previously been subdivided hJo 

If y e s , when ; • by whom, 

10. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance concerning this property. 

If y e s , l ist case No. and Name 



Lis: "M; 

Section. 

- r « » , 

Block W. 
.-, .v, rt r - < ' p <7'"rb t p 

.Lot(s). 

Attached hereto Is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates the respective holdings of 

land were acquired, together with the liber and page of each conveyance into the present 

owner as recorded in the Orange County Cleric's Office. This affidavit shall indicate the 

legal owner of the property, the contract owner of the property and the date the contract of 

sale was executed. IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all directors, 

officers and stockholders of each corporation owning more than five percent (5%) of any 

class of stock must be attached. 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
COUNTY OF ORANGE : SS.: 

!,„.,' ,., A/b&r-r :&&Gf0)0n 7n/s}<f£. . hereby depose and say that 

all the above state ments and the statements contained in the papers submitted herewith 

are true. 

Mailing Address /Z^H/l /lfta*)n <£A 

M/M^U^M*. AtX /W?Z 

SWORN to before me this 

/ t f^dayof idcfiZfwJct, , \^&e 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
RUTH J. EATON 

Notary Public, State of New York 
Qualified in Orange Cmimy 

sden Expires *wi»2cS_i$lr.19^^' Com miss 
Reg. No. 4673512 
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McGOEYandHAUSER 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 OUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914)562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNINGBOARfj 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

RICHARD D.McGOEY.P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 

MARKJ.EDSALL.P.E. 
Associate 

Licensed in New York, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
NW #: 
10 June 1987 

_^Heigkt#mS8baivi sion 
Between Moores Hill Road ant Riley Road 
86-74 

1). The Applicant proposes a sixty-four (64) lot subdivision of 
a 42.6 +/- acre parcel. The Plan was previously reviewed at the 
28 January 1987 Planning Board Meeting. 

2). As noted in my comments for the aforementioned meeting, the 
concept of the subdivision appears acceptable in general; 
however, the layout is based upon the availability of central 
water. At this time, it is my understanding that connection to 
the new watermain being installed to Stewart Airport may be 
restricted. Therefore, until such time that availability of 
central water is established, a complete review can not be made. 

3). It is again suggested that the Applicant pursue, through 
the Town Board, connection into the water transmission main being 
constructed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

sail, P.E. 
tg Board Engineer 

MJEfmD 



Mr. Mc Carville: It looks a little damp down in this area. I believe there is 
some sewage in there. 

Mr. Babcock: There have been some samples taken. 

Mr. Rones: Do we have the same problem with the alternative systems? 

Mr. Grevas: No because the plans have been submitted and building permits issued 
on the system on this fill system to lot 1 that was submitted last time, lot 1 
is at foundation stage. That plan was designed in October of '86 and submitted 
for building permits at that time. 

Mr. Man Leeuwen: Lot 3 is regular sanitary system? 

Mr. Grevas: Yes, 2 and 3 the information is here in your lower left. 

Mr. Scheible: A lot of pumps here. 

Mr. Grevas: Yes, 1 on each of them. Effluent pumps are desired on these. 

Mr. Jones: How come you put possible? 

Mr. Grevas: I don't know what size the houses are going to be whether he wants 
to twist it that is the kind of thing that is why I say possible house location 
it shows one could be built on the lot to meet the setback requirements. There 
is a lot of houses that could fit on there. 

Mr. Scheible: Where does the stream go? 

Mr. Grevas: Ultimately it goes into Moodna Creek. 

Mr. Mc Carville: "That the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor grant 
final approval to Starr Homes Minor Subdivision." 

Mr. Scheible: They are going to build nice houses there, not modulars? 

Mr. Grevas: The gentlemen I have been dealing with are Joe Peters and Frank 
Dupona. 

Motion seconded by Mr. Lander. 

ROLL CALL: MR. JONES AYE 
MR. REYNS NO 
MR. SCHIEFER AYE 
MR. MC CARVILLE AYE 
MR. LPNDER AYE 
MR. W W LEEUWEN NO 
MR. SCHEIBLE NO 

Mr. Lou Grevas came before the Board representing this proposal. 

- 10 -



Mr. Gretas: What has been happening as of last week I talked to the Supervisor 
about availability of water from 20? water line I was told for various reasons 
we can't tie in until the Town forms a consolidated water district and gets 
their ducks in a row with New York City Department of Water Supply we are going 
to proceed with the subdivision we have sewer services and individual wells and 
will submit a plan to that effect within the next couple of weeks and to take 
the place of the plan we have submitted based on the water because we suspect 
the water is going to be three years down the road and we have been in this two 
years already. I just wanted to tell the Board I won't take up any more of your 
time on that. 

GOODWIN SUBDIVISION (37-15) 

Mr. Patrick Kennedy came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Kennedy: This is on Lake Road here, Valley Drive, we presented this a year 
and a half ago for Joseph Romano as a four lot subdivision. The property has 
just been sold ot the Goodwin's they want to propose a three lot subdivision on 
the property. Lot 1 basically combining what was lots 3 and 4 previously into 1 
large building lot with lots 2 and 3 remaining pretty much as they were before. 

Mr. Mc Carvilie: What is the footage here? 

Mr. Kennedy: That is right here. When we went through this before on lots, 
what is now 2 and 3 we had showed you actual elevations of proposed houses in 
there were those houses we were showing are going to be built in the hillside 
and those drives would be below gTade and those two will be cut out the final 
grade on the two drives is not going to be that steep. And we have got to cut 
it up, there is going to be some cutting. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: We said we did not want this to go four but three lot 
subdivision and this last lot should be larger for a winding drive. 

Mr. Kennedy: Previously we had showed also houses even on this one as being very 
close to the minimum setback line with drives being cut in with below grade but 
Patricia Goodwin wants to build that for herself and she wants to be up on the 
hill for a view. There is sewer there but they will require wells. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: What about the R4 and R3 zone. 

Mr. Kennedy: R3. 

Mr. Babcock: It is R4. 

Mr. Kennedy: Then it is more to our advantage. It is going to be the same 
requirements. 

Mr. Rones: You will correct the map. 

Mr. Kennedy: It will say R4 instead of R3. 

Mr. Reyns: I still think we ought to take a look at it. 

- 11 -



ELIAS D GREVAS, L.S. tf 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 O.UASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 1 2 5 5 0 

( 9 1 4 ) 5 6 2 - 8 6 6 7 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

28 Apr i I l'?S? 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
Mew Wi ndsor, N.Y. 12550 

A111 fir . Henry Sc h e i b 1 e , Cha i rman 

SUBJECT J BLOSSOM HE IGHTS SUBD IUI 31 ON , RI LEY ROAD S C - ^ H -

Dear Mr. Sensible: 

It has come to our attention that the Town has awarded a contract 
for the construction of the water line in Route 207, Since our 
client is prepared to connect to that water line and bring a 
line down to Riley Road to service this subdiMision, we now wish 
t o p r o c e e d with the S o a r d •'' s r e y i e w o f t h i s sub d i M i s i o n * 

Accordingly, we request that this item be placed on your meeting 
agenda at the earliest possi b1e oppor t u n i t y > 

If you sh ou1d h av e an y quest i on s c on cerning t h i s ma iter, pie ase 
do n o t h e s i t a t e t o cont ac t t h i s of f i c e . 

lJ&py truly yours 

E1 i as D. 6r evas, L.S. 

EDG/bQ 

cc: Aldorf Realty 

TOWN-OP'SHW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

RECEIVED > * - • 
DATE 1/30 H --^ 



ELIAS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12 550 

(914)562-8667 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

23 September iv%6 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

A11: Mr. Henry Rey ns, Cha ir man 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS MAJOR SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD 

Dear Mr. Reyns: 

Enclosed ^.r-e the Application, Application Fee and thirteen < 13) 
copies of a Sketch Plan, Major Subdivision for the Subject site. 

Please note that the plan has been revised from the plans 
previously presented to the Planning Board, since the Zoning was 
changed for this site in March. The new plan now shows a 
minimum lot area of 21,730 square feet. This is based on the 
existance of the sanitary sewer distict and the impending 
construction of a water line on Route 20? at Riley Road. Our 
c1 ient intends to extend the water main southerly on Riley Road 
in the,event the Town of New Windsor does not proceed with the 
project which is to connect to the 207 1 ine and run southerly to 
the Filter Plant, which project is also under consideration. 

We would appreciate placement of this item on your agenda at 
you r- e ar.'i est c onv i e nc e . 

Ue r y t r u1y yours 

El ias D. Greuas, L.S. 

end/as 

EDG/bq 



OT EUASD.GREVAS,L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 1 2 5 5 0 

( 9 1 4 ) 5 6 2 - 8 6 6 7 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

26 October 1987 

Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

ATT: Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD; ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESMENT FORM 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

Reference is made to the Full Environmental Assesment Form, dated 
26 August 1987, which was previously submitted to the Planning 
Board. At that time, certain information was not available for 
review. Subsequently, however, we have obtained some of the 
information as follows: 

In part one, paragraph A, number 11, the question is "Does 
project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is 
identified as threatened or endangered?"; we have contacted the 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation for a 
determination, and have been advised by letter that there are no 
endangered species on the site. A copy of that letter is 
attached. 

We will be available to answer any questions the Planning Board 
and the Public may have at the Public Hearing to be held on 28 
October 1987. 

Very truly yours, 

fit 

Elias D. Grevas, L.S 

Encl/as 
EDG/ms 

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. 



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
21 South Putt Corners Road 
New Paltz, NY 12561-1696 
914-255-5453 

Thomas C. Joriing 
Comm/ssfoner 

October 8, 1987 

RECEIVED OCT r 3 W 
Mr. Ellas D. Grevas 
33 Quassalck Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Dear Mr. Grevas: 

I have reviewed both our Endangered Species and Significant 
Habitat files. 

I found no records of either within your Blossom Heights Project 
Area. 

Sincerely, 

'Joel L. Hermes 
Senior Wildlife Biologist 
Region 3 

JLH:kc 
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ELIAS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 1 2 5 5 0 

( 9 1 4 ) 5 6 2 - 8 6 6 7 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

Town. - ot • N§uj - W i ndsor ?! a.nni no Board 
555 Union'Avenue 
New Windsor. N.Y. i 2550 

At t i Mr- . Henry Sche s bl e . Chai r-man 

S U B J E C T J BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION. RILEY KOAD 

Dear Mr « Sche i ble: 

At the Board" s meet'irto' ot 1 0 Feoruarv i933, the Sub.iect oro.iect 
rece i ved Prel imi nary ADDrova 1 « Dur i na the S.Dorova \ Drocess . 
Mr. McCarvM1e asked it a SEQR determination had been made. As 
the minutes record it. your reply was "all done". In Dreoarino 
to submit necessary documentation to the New York State 
Department of Conservation, we have researched the file in the 
Town Hall, and can find no determination tor this project to 
f or war d w i t h the A D D 1 i c a t i on . Since this p r o,i e c t i s se v e r a 1 
years old. however, the information may be in another file, which 
was not readi1y avai1able. 

If a determination has been made, we would appreciate a copy to 
accompany the submittal to NYSDEC. If a determination has not 
been "officially" made, perhaps the Piannino Board could resolve 
the Question at thier next meeting. 

If you should have any Questions concerning this matter, Dlease 
do not hesitate to contact this office. We are enclosino a 
copy of the 10 February l'?33 minutes with yellow " h i ghl i oh t i no" 
to indicate the action taken. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 

V e r y t r u 1 y you r s 

b i i as D. Gr e y as. L.S. 

end/as 

EDG/bo 

c c : Sh aw En o i n e e r f n o 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

October 13, 1987 

Elias D. Grevas, L.S. 
33 Quassaick Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Re: 32-2-44 

Dear Sir: 

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are 
ad joiners and across the street 

The charge for this service is $35.00, minus your deposit of $25.00. 
Please remit same to the Town Clerk, Town of New Windsor, NY. 

Very truly yours, 

CHRISTIAN E. JAHRLING, IAO 
SOLE ASSESSOR 

CEJ/cp 



W • 

rPurdy, Dale A., Frank W., Scott E., 
Dean D. & Ronald F. 
65 North St. 

YDelfino, Dennis J. & Cheryl M. 
RD 2 Moores Hill Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

JHannon, Paul J. & Anna B. 
V R D 2 Moores Hill Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

y Col 1 ins, David P. 
Moores Hill Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

VPetzold, Rudolph G. & Edith I 
RD 2, Box 249 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

V Raiani, Felicia & Philip 
PQ Box 4140 
Irvine, CA 92716 

\j Kimber, Edward & Carolyn 
219 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

y Challacombe, William & Donna 
RD 2 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

>/West, Eddie J. & Michelle 
RD 2 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

y Wilson, Richard J. & Louise C. 
RD 2 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, MY 12550 

/Temple, Linda A. & Richard H. 
RD 2 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

y Sherman, Arthur W. & Lance 
8501 Lincoln Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 

y/NYS Aqueduct 
Stanley Braithwaite, Supervisor 
Office of Real Estate Tax Disbursements 
Audits & Accounts 
346 Broadway 
Room 901 
New York, NY 10013 



LEGAL NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN" "that thePLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW 

WINDSOR, County of Orange, State o? New York will hold a PUBLIC 

HEARING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, N.Y. on 

28 October 1987 at 7:45 P.M. <or as soon thereafter as may be 

heard) on the approval of the proposed Major Subdivision for 

Blossom Heights, located on the west side of Riley Road, 1,200'+. 

South of N.Y.S. Route 207.. A Map of the proposed subdivision is 

on file and may be inspected at the Town Clerk's Office, Town 

Hal 1, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, N.Y. prior to the Public 

Hearing. 

Dated; 9 October 1987 

By order of 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
Henry Scheible 

Chairman 
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: TOWN PLANNING BOARD 

FROM: BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SITE PLAN 
MOORES HILL ESTATES 

DATE: SEPTEMBER 28, 1987 

A recommendation was made at the September 22, 1987 Bureau 
meeting that water main lines and hydrants be installed in both 
areas of BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION and MOORES HILL ESTATES due 
to the fact that there will be a total of 64 residential 
dwellings constructed in that area which will result in high 
density occupancy. 

If you require additional information, please contact the Bureau. 

Richard Hotaling, Chairman 

/PAB 

cc: Town Board Members 



rs-??-?<• 

1763 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS 

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 22 September 19 87 

X The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention. 

The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention for the following reason(s). 

Please see memo from Bureau of Fire Prevention to the Planning 

Boards Re; Hydrants and Water mains 

SIGHED: 
CHAIRMAN 
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www CUBWK'O o m a 
TOWN OP NCW WINDSOR 

-F ĵ̂ iW 

Zoning in New Windsor: 

It is clear that one cicre zoning is in the best 
interest of the people who live in New Windsor. If the people who 
live in this township were aware that 1/3 acre minimum zoning was 
even being considered they would be out in droves expressing their 
negative feelings about such zoning. Of course every one is out for 
their own interests and developers will pressure for a 1/3 ^cre 
minimum zoning because it is in their interest to build as much as 
possible on what ever the town will allow. The pressure is on to 
develop but we must protect our quality of life. It is in the interest 
of home owners to upgrade to one acre minimum to keep the individual 
home owners property values up. It is also in the interst of people 
who rent in the town to keep one acre minimun zoning to keep the 
town from being conqested.lt is in the interest of everyone in the 
town except for the developers to keep the zoning upgraded. 

Respectful 1y youKS, 

Linda Nadas. V 

conqested.lt
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23 September 1986 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Att: Mr. Henry Reyns, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS MAJOR SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD 

Dear Mr. Reyns: 

Enclosed are the Application, Application Fee and thirteen (13) 
copies o-f a Sketch Plan, Major Subdivision for the Subject site. 

Please note that the plan has been revised from the plans 
previously presented to the Planning Board, since the Zoning was 
changed for this site in March. The new plan now shows a 
minimum lot area of 21,730 square feet. This is based on the 
existance of the sanitary sewer distict and the impending 
construction of a water line on Route 207 at Riley Road. Our 
client intends to extend the water main southerly on Riley Road 
in the event the Town of New Windsor does not proceed with the 
project which is to connect to the 207 line and run southerly to 
the Filter Plant, which project is also untfer consideration. 

We would appreciate placement of this item on your agenda at 
your eariest convience. 

Very truly yours 

Elias D. Srevas, L.S. 

encl/as 

ED6/bg 



ELIAS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LANO SURVEYOR 

33 OUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

(914)662-8667 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

12 February 1986 

Supervisor & Town Board 
Town of New Ulindsor 
553 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Att: John A. Petro, Supervisor 

SUBJECT* PROPOSED TOWN ZONING REVISIONS* RILEY ROAD AREA 

Dear Mr. Petro: 

Following the Joint meeting of the Town Board, Planning Board and 
Zoning Board of Appeals last evening, Mr. Temple made some 
statements Caccuratly reported in the news media) that were mis­
leading and inaccurate. These statements were that the area 
immediately surrounding the proposed Blossom Heights Subdivision 
presently consisted of one acre lots, and that the creation of 
less that one acre lots would "doom the area to mediocrity". 

Due to the misleading nature of the first comment, we have 
reviewed the Zoning and Tax Maps for an area extending from five 
hundred (500) feet south of Mr. Temple's property to the 
northerly limits of the existing A zone between the Thruway and 
the Acqueduct. This area was the basis of a "neighborhood" 
concept proposed at the Joint meeting. 

This analysis resulted in the following information: 

1. There are 
hood"; 

2. Fifteen (15) of the properties 
square feet or less; 

3. Fifty-four <54) of the properties are less than one 
acre, and in most cases are 20,000 square feet; 

4. Seventeen <17) of the properties are between one (1) and 
five <5> acres; 

5. The remainder of the parcels (17) are large parcels 
apparently ready for development as residential lots. 

In summary, therefore, a total of 67X <69 parcels) are less than 
one acre is size, and are already "doomed to mediocrity". The 
16.5X of the propery owners having parcels between one and five 
acres size are obviously those who have raised their voices at 
the Public Hearing and in the news media. It has been my 
experience, and I'm sure the experience has been shared by all of 
the Boards in attendance at last evening's meeting, that those 

total of 103 properties in that "neighbor-

are parcels of 15,000 

:.\ -,V-V: '-& .:?Vi>&&&£>'* 



people who are satisfied with existing situations do not appear 
at Public Hearings. Obviously, those who wish to take a 
particular stand are always in attendance. It would be 
interesting to hear from the people on weather Oak Hill Road and 
Elizabeth Lane, to see how they view their "way of life". 1 am 
sure that they would be Joined by the thousands of people who 
live in the City Park, Clintonwood, Forge Hi 11-Estates, Willow 
Acres, Park Hi 11, Gateway, Butter Hi 11 * and all of the other 
subdivisions in the Town of New Windsor in denying that they feel 
"mediocre". 

Although the consensus of the Boards at last nights meeting was 
that the Zoning be upgraded to one-half, three-quarter and one 
acres, depending on the availability of sewer and water, it is my 
opinion that the original Planning Board recommendation of 1983 
is most applicable to the area. 

Very truly yours 

Ellas D. Grevas, L.S. 

cct Town Board Members 
Planning Board Members 
2oni ng Board of Appeals Members 



EL1AS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LANO SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

(914)562-8667 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

6 February i?B6 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. N.Y. 12550 

Att: Mr. Henry Reyns, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION, RILEY ROAD 

Dear Mr. Reyns: 

Reference is made to the proposed Public Hearing for this matter, 
originally contemplated for your meeting of 12 February 19B6. 

Due to the recent developments concerning the proposed Zoning 
revisions for this site, the owner has decided to wait until the 
r equ i r ernen ts f or h i s subd i v i s i on ha ve been defined be f ore we 
proceed with a Public Hearing. We will approach the Board again 
when such r- e q u i rernen ts have been de t e r-m i n e d . Th ank you f or the 
Board's i ndu1gence i n th is mat ter. 

V e r y t r u 1 y y o u r s 

El i as D. Gr-evas. L.S. 

EDG/bg 

cc i A l dor-f Real t v 



TOWNJ2F_NEW_WTNDSOR_PLANNTNG_B0ARD 
~~T " T5 ______ IN_0__1?T 

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT NO. : 

TYPE OP PROJECT; Subdiv is ion _ j Z _ _ S i ce PUn ______ 
Lot Line Change Other (Descr ibe ) 

TOWN DEPARTMENT REVIEWS: Date Date Not 
__£B__d Not App'd $ r Required 

Planning Board Engineer / 
Highway ZIII _ IX , 
Bur.Fire Pre v. _J_ CfSTl^ 
Sewer 
Water _______! 
Flood 
OUTSIDE DEPT./AGENCY REVIEWS: 

DOT 
DEC 
0/C PLANNING 
O/C HEALTH 
NYSDOH 
OTHER (SPECIFY) 

SEOR: Lead Agency Action 
Determination 
EAF Short Long Submitted Accepted _ 
Proxy: Filed Representative * 

POBLTC HEARINGy Held (DATE) ;.. Waived*_ 
Other 
(* Minor Subdivision and Site Plans only.) 

TIME SEOOENCING: 
(SUBDIVISIONS) 

Sketch Plan Date + 30 days = Action Date 
Preliminary P/H Date __ + 45 days = Action Date 
Preliminary App'l Date _~__ + 6 months = Final Resub. Date 
Final Plan Date + 45 days = Final App'l Date 

TIME SEQDENCTNG: 
(SITE PLANS) 
Presubmission Conf. Date + 6 months = Submittal Date 
First Meeting Date + 90 days » Final App'l Date '_" 



TO^ra OF NEW WINlftoR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK _ 1^/ 

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

n 6* RT.OSSOM HF.TGHTS 

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 21 January 19 86 

The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention. 

X The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention for the following reason(s). 

The site plan may not be approved by the Bureau of Fire Prevention 

until such time as the following is included on the plan. 

1) Water main lines and sizes. . 

2) Hydrants are located on plan every 500 feet along the water 

main and no "dead end" mains exists. 

3) Water system is extended to include Section I 

SIGNED i^g^^L sZp&£jZP 



WATER, SEWER, . HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval /0l4^4^m^ /rdl^Ati^ 
Subdivision as submitted by V 

(j(^J/MLA/A>*AJL(&I f°r the builsing or subdivision of 

" • '- (J '_ - has been 

reviewed by me and is approved , 

disapproved \s . 

If disapproved, please list reason. 

A ^ ^ U ^ ^ _ / <T HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 



S^-^^r 

Frank Jannotti Insurance ^h 

New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 
914-564-2942 

J u l y 1 , 1985 

New Windsor Town Board/Planning Board 
555 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Dear Sirs, 

In regard to the petition presented to the Town Board to 

rezone the area between Rilly Rd. and Moores Hill Rd. to 1 acre 

zoning, I ask that the Planning Board give serious consideration 

to approving that petition. I have lived at 20 Browns Drive since 

July i960, when it was purchased by my father. I then purchased it 

from him in October of 19T*W This property is on 1.1 acre of land 

similar to the size of the other properties on Browns Drive and 

Moores Hill Rd. We have always enjoyed a certain privacy that goes 

with living in this area because of the size of the property the 

homes are built on. I'm concerned if the Town Board rejects this 

petition and premits homes to be built on 1/3 acre lots this will 

cause many problems for our area. Such as: 

Increased traffic 
Water problems due to lack of 
town water 
Noise problems 
Increased crime activity 
Need for expanding our school 
system 

As a taxpayer and concerned resident of the town of New Windsor 

I understand that the town is presently going through a tremendous 

rate of development, as it is long past due; however, I feel that 

it is important that this development be controlled in a sensible way 

by our Town Planning Board. I again implore you to approve the 

petition to rezone our area to 1 acre zoning, so that our area is not 

destroyed by over-development in a manner not consist ant with the 

existing properties. 

Sincerely yours, 
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APPENDIX B 
f£ ^ _ J-ktatfr^ 

SHORT EltVIRONMEHTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

INSTRUCTIONS* 

(a) In order to answer the questions la this short EAT is is •«»«»«£ Sh?!Lthe 

preparer will use currently available information concerning* the project and the 
likely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional studies, research 
or other investigations will be undertaken. 

(b) If any question has been answered Tes the project may be significant and a 
completed environmental Assessment Form is necessary. 

(c) If all questions have been answered Mo it is likely that this project is 
not significant. 

(d) Environmental Assessment 

1. Will project result in-a large physical change 
to the project site or physically alter more .. / 
than 10 acres of land? V Tes ,,, Ho 

2. Will there be a major change to any unique or \ <^ 
unusual land form found on the site? • . • • • _ _ *ea «JL_ NO 

3« Will project alter or have a large effect on • 
. an existing body of water? • • • » • • . . . • , Tes y No 

4* Will project have a potentially large impacb on ^ ^ 
groundwater quality? • • • • • • • , Tes , Ho 

5. Will project significantly effect drainage flow 
on adjacent sites? . • « • . . • • - . . . . _ *es *< No 

6. Will project affect ajiy threatened or endangered / 
plant or animal species? • • • • • • • • • . • _ _ *cs

 r N° 

7» Will project result In a major adverse effect on y 
air quality? • • • • • • • • . • • • _ _ Tes ir Ho 

8. Will project have a major effect on visual char~ 
acter of the community or scenic views or vistas / 
known to be Important to the community? . . . _ _ Yes N o 

9* Will project adversely Impact any site or struct­
ure of historic, pre-historic, or paleontological 
importance or any site designated as a critical • 
environmental area by a local agency? . . . . Tes , \ Ho 

10. Will project have a major effect on existing or y 
future recreational opportunities? . . . • _ *ca - r No 

11. Will project result in major traffic problems or 
cause a major effect to existing transportation / 
systems? • • • • • • • » • • • • _ _ Tes V No 

12. Will project regularly cause Objectionable odors, 
noise, glare, vibration, or electrical disturb- y 
ance as a result of the project's operation? • _ *ea * N o 13* Will project have any impact on public health or 
safety? • » • • . . . • • * . . _ Tes \S No 

1L, Will project affect the existing community by 
directly causing a growth in permanent popula­
tion of more than 5 percent over a one-year 
period w have a major negative effect on the 
character of the community or neighborhood? • • - Tes v" No 

15» Is there public "CQn*rj5ers3H|C^£rning the project? ____ Yes \r No 

PHEPAHER'S SIGNATURE: ^ ^ ^ < ^ r & % ^ - ^ TITLE: A^A C/ r&rl/**y*s 

REPRESENTING: DATE: //I'f&y /*?&*^ 
9/1/76 / 



TOwH OF NEW WINDER M ^\ , 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

BLOSSOM HEIGHTS 

/^V 
The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 10 December 1985 

The site plan, or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention. 

X The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention for the following reason (s). 

Disapproved by the Fire Inspector. Bureau failed to meet. 

Section 21-10; Paragraph F. Hydrant locations and Water mains are 

not shown on the site plan. 

SIGNED 



ELIASD.GREVAS,L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

(914)562-8667 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

5 December 1985 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Att: Mr. Henry Reyns, Chairman 

SUBJECT: BLOSSOM HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION, TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

Dear Mr. Reyns: 

Enclosed are thirteen (13) copies of the Sketch Plan, Major 
Subdivision, revised today to sectionalize the project into two 
phases. 

The purpose of this phasing is to provide sixteen (16) lots with 
individual wells and Town Sewers, since it appears that it will 
be some time yet before the Town Water Lines will be placed on 
Riley Road. 

We are prepared to discuss this item at your meeting of 11 
December 1985, as a "review" item, and will submit any necessary 
supporting documentation required by the Planning Board during 
the review process. 

As you recall, this project was submitted some months ago and the 
Board has field-inspected the site. If, however, you should 
require any additional information concerning this project prior 
to your meeting, please feel free to contact me. 

Very truly yours 

Elias D. Grevas, L.S. 

encl/as 

c c : A l d o r f R e a l t y 
James R. Loeb, Esq 

ED6/bo 



EL1AS D. GREVAS, L.S. 
LAND SURVEYOR 

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

(914)562-8667 

Q*& 
fdU^ 

LAND SURVEYS 
SUBDIVISIONS 

SITE PLANNING 
LOCATION SURVEYS 

20 February 1985 

Supervisor and Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Un̂ i on Ave . 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Att: Mr. John Petro, Supervisor 

Subject: Aldorf Realty Employee Pension Fund, Town of New Windsor 
Tax Map Reference: Section 32, Block 2, Lot 44; Water 
Supply 

Dear Mr. Petro: 

In recent conversations with Mr. Paul V. Cuomo, P.E., Town 
Engineer, confirming recent newspaper reports concerning the 
extension of the existing Town of New Windsor water distribution 
system, we understand that the Town is considering the extension 
of its distribution system to possibly serve the lands of our 
cli ent. 

This is to advise you that we are currently in the process of 
designing a single-family residence subdivision of the Subjet 
lands, and are most interested in the Towns efforts to extend the 
water system westerly along Route 207 and southerly along Riley 
Road. 

We will be submitting plans to the Town Planning Board in the 
near future, and the question of serving the proposed residences 
on our site must be addressed during the approval process. 
Therefore, the provision of a Town water supply to our site would 
be a definite asset. 

If you should require any information concerning this project, 
please do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very tr 

Elias D. Grevas, L.S. 

cc: A!dorf Realty Corp. 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
Paul V. Cuomo, P.E., Town Engineer 
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REMAINING LANDS OF ALDORF HEAL. TY 
I MI't.OYEES PENSION FUND ; NOT FOR 
RESIDENTIAL PURPOSES AT THIS TIME 

NA" KIMBER 

NA CON KLIN 

NA KARuEL 

JV43'<?4 '33 "J? 9. SO ' 

REMAINING LANDS OF ALDORF REALTY 
EMPLOYEES PENS/ON FUND; NOT FOR 
RESIDENT! AI PURPOSES AT THIS TIME 

N/F WFST 

N O T E S 
1 . Be ing a proposed development o-f lands shown on the Town o-f 

New Windsor Tax Maps as Sec t i on 32 , B lock 2, Lot 44 . 

2 . Deed o-f Record , L iber 2297, Page 648 

3. OWNER/APPLICANT: A l d o r f Rea l t y Employees 
Pens i on Fund 
13 West Main St, 
Washingtonviile, NY 10 992 

4. No lot or remaining lands to be -further subdivided without 
Approval -from the Orange County Health Department. 

5. Remaining lands of Aldorf Realty Employees Pension Fund to be 
submited at a future date as Section II o-f Blossom Heights. 

6. The Owners o-f Lot 1, 7,8,11 and owner o-f remaining lands shall 
contractually agree to an easement on th« portion of lot 
within the cul-de-sac turnaround. Subject easement shall 
terminate when road extension improvements Section II have 
be*en constructed and accepted by the Town o-f New Windsor. 

7. TOTAL PARCEL AREA: 

8. TOTAL AREA OF SECTION 1 

42.76 +/- Acres 

10.62 +/- Acres 

9. Sheet 1 o-f 4 invalid, unless accompanied by Sheets 2,3 & 4 o-f 
4. 

10.TOTAL NUMBER OF LOTS: 1 1 

11.The water main extension to service this subdivision was 
approved by the Orancje County Department of Health on 
11 August 1989. 

12.The sewer main extension service to this subdivision was 
approved by the New York State D E C on 13 June 1989. 

SJ-JTA/:7V/ n&j^AJirAftf^Fr AJ^J^HOVAJL 

NA WILSON 

(Jr. author i red a l t e r a t i o n or a d d i t i o n to a survey m*© bear .no b 
l i c e n s e d land s u r v e y o r ' s s#al is a v i o l a t i o n o-f Sec t ion 720? 
<2> o-f the New York State Educat ion L --w . 

J^Z,A a\rArjj\rC J30AJ?I3 A.PJ*J?OVAL 

PL. BD. # 86-74 

OWNERS CONSENT NOTE 
The u n d e r s i g n e d , agent -for the owner o-f the 
s t a t e s t ha t he i s - f a m i l i a r w i t h t h i s map, 
legends and hereby consents. to a l l s a i d 
s t a t e d hereon and to the - f i l i n g o-f t h i s map 
C l e r k ' s O-f -f i 

p r o p e r t y shown her eon 
i t s c o n t e n t s and i t s 
terms and c o n d i t i o n s 
in the Oranae County 

I hereby 
survey o-f 
per f ormed 
N.Y.S. A s s o c i a t i o n of P r o f e s s i o n a l Land Surveyors 
t o the best o-f my knowledge and b e l i e f , c o r r e c t . 

f= i c » ^ ~ r i O N 
certify that this plan resulted from an actual field 
the indicated premises completed on 10 September 1984. 
in accordance with the Code of Practice adopted by the 

Inc., and i s, 

yeevistoNi ; 

J -<i[.^ 

^ . L i j ~ Ig , .Y<3S LAND 
1-iildreth.p.c. 
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C B - 1 
C B - 2 
C B - 3 
C B - 4 
C B - 5 

C B - 6 
C B - 7 
C B - 8 
C B - 9 
F B - 1 0 

C B - 1 1 
C B - 1 2 
F B - 1 3 
F B - 1 4 

&_8M 

F 
R 
0 
M 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
B 
9 

1 0 

1 1 
1 2 
1 3 
1 4 
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T 
0 

2 
3 
5 
5 
7 

7 
1 0 

9 
1 0 
14 

1 2 
1 3 
1 4 
1 4 A 

I. 
B 
N 
G 
T 

H 

F 
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3 0 
1 6 0 

5 8 
3 0 

2 0 2 

3 0 
5 4 
4 0 

1 1 3 
1 4 0 

3 0 
7 9 

1 8 7 
1 1 5 
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El 
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T 

0 . 10 < 
2 . 1 2 
0 . 2 9 -
0 . 3 1 <1 
1 . 0 7 

0 . 9 4 
0 . 4 4 
0 . 6 8 , 
0 . 17 
0 . 0 0 

1 . 5 0 
0 . 1 7 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 

T 
0 
T 
A 
L 

10 
Zi. 
31 
il 

8 9 

9 4 
27 
6 8 
SB 

. 1 2 

. 5 0 
67 

.G7 
19 

T 
0 
T 
A 
1, 

0 . 2 
5 , 8 
6 . 0 
2 . 2 
6 . 1 

4 . 2 
6 , 4 
3 . 4 
3 , 5 
6 . 5 

4 . 8 
4 , 9 
5 . 1 
6 , 8 

S 
E 
C 
T 
I 
0 

N 

O . l 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 

0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 

0 , 1 
0 . 2 
0 , 6 
0 . 3 
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W 
G 
11 
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0 . 9 5 
0 . 3 7 
0 . 3 8 
0 . 5 5 
0 . 3 8 

0 . 4 2 
0 . 4 0 
0 . 4 ; ! 
0 . 5 3 
0 . 4 2 

0 . 4 1 
0 . 4 6 
0 . 4 6 
0 . 4 3 

( 2 8 YR) 

1< 
K 
t 
L 

I 
N 
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8 . 0 
7 . 7 
7 . 5 
8 . 0 
7 . 5 

0 , 0 
7 . 3 
8 , 0 . 
8 . 0 
7 . 3 

8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 , 2 
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s 
u 
B 
A 
H 
E 
A 

0 . 8 
5 . 7 
1 . 0 
1 . 4 
2 . 8 

3 . 2 

1,6 
2 . 3 
1 . 3 
0 . 0 

4 . 9 
1 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 

0 

T 
0 
T 
A 
I, 

0 , 8 
6 , 3 
7 . 2 

1,4 
1 1 . 3 

3 . 2 
1 5 . 4 

2 . 3 
3 . 6 

1 8 . 8 

4 . 9 
6 , 1 
6 . 1 

2 4 . 1 

P 
I 
P 
E 

S 
L 
0 
P 
E 

1 , 0 0 
9 , 5 3 
9 , 0 5 
2 , 1 7 
4 . 9 5 

1 . 1 7 
2 . 7 8 
1 . 0 0 
1 . 0 2 
2 . 0 3 

1 . 0 0 
1 . 0 1 
1 ,<V 
1 . 5 3 

P 
I 
P 
B 

1) 
I 
A 

15 
15 
15 
15 
15 

15 
IB 
15 
15 
24 

10 
18 
18 
2 4 * 
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a 
0 
0 
F 
F 

0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 3 

0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 4 
0 , 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 3 
0 . 0 1 6 

0 . 0 1 4 
0 . 0 1 4 
0 . 0 1 4 
0 . 0 1 5 

c 
A 
P 

F 
U 
L 
1, 

6 . 5 
2 0 . 0 
1 9 . 5 

9 . 5 
1 4 . 4 

7 . 0 
1 6 . 3 

6 . 5 
6 . 5 

2 6 . 2 

9 . 8 
9 . 8 
9 . 9 

2 4 . 3 

V 
Ei 
L 

D 
S 
G 
H 

5 . 3 
1 6 . 3 
1 5 . 9 

7 . 8 
1 1 . 7 

5 . 7 
9 . 2 
3 . 3 
5 . 3 
8 , 4 

5 . 5 
5 . 6 
5 . 6 
7 . 9 
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ll 

P 
P 
E 
K 

I 
N 
V 

3 9 4 . 7 5 
3 9 4 . 0 0 
3 7 8 . 7 5 
3 7 4 , 7 5 
3 6 8 . 7 5 

3 5 9 . 2 0 
3 5 8 , 5 0 
3 5 6 , 7 5 
3 5 6 . 3 5 
3 5 4 . 4 0 

3 5 7 . 0 0 
3 5 6 . 7 0 
3 5 4 , 2 0 
3 5 1 . 5 6 

I, 
0 

w 
E 
R 

I 
H 
V 

3 9 4 . 4 5 
3 7 8 . 7 5 
3 7 3 . 5 0 
3 7 4 . 1 0 
3 5 8 , 7 5 

3 5 8 . B 5 
3 5 7 . 0 0 
3 5 6 . 3 5 
3 5 5 . 2 0 
3 5 1 . 5 6 

3 5 6 . 7 0 
3 5 5 , 9 0 
3 5 2 . 3 0 
3 4 9 . 8 0 

MOTKSj. 
1. 25 Year Storm Frequency 
2. Times of Concentration obtained froij the nomograph baaed on the study by P.Z, Kirpiah as presented in the NYSDOT Drainage Memo of October 1983. 
3. Rainfall intensity values obtained jBrom !< Eal3 Ijnteni [ty Curvo >'•,, r.nni,...,. i , NOW York 
4. * Denotes CMP to be 2 2/3" x 1/?" Hd irrugal Loni . 23% paved, 
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UNITS 
Mi inn on 
I n d i e s P e r H o u r 
C u b i c F e e t P e r S e c o n d 
P e r c e n t 
I n c h e s 
C u b i c F e e t P e r S e c o n d 
F e e t P e r S e c o n d 

I n l e t N o . 
C B - 1 
C B - 2 
C B - 3 
C B - 4 
C B - 5 

C B - 6 
C B - 7 
C B - 8 
C B - 9 
F B - 1 0 

C B - 1 1 
C B - 1 2 
F B - 1 3 
F B - 1 4 

WEIGHTED " C VALUES FOR 

"C" VALUES 
E.ivi'inont , Root :: 
W o o d s , L a w n s 

C o v e r a g e 

P a v e m e n t / R o o f s 
0 . 1 0 
0 . 1 5 
0 . 0 6 
0 . 12 
0 . 0 9 

0 . 17 
0 . 14 
0 . 1 3 
0 . 17 
0 . 0 0 

0 . 2 5 
0 . 17 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 

O f 

INLET 

0 . 
0 . 

A r e a s 

Wo 

STORM 

9 5 
3 0 

I n A c 

DRAINAGE 

r e s 

o d s / L a w n s 
0 . 0 0 
1 . 9 8 
0 . 2 2 
0 . 1 9 
0 . 9 8 

0 . 7 7 
0 . 3 0 
0 . 5 5 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 

1 . 2 5 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 
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W e i q h t e d "C" 
0 . 9 5 
0 . 3 5 
0 . 4 4 
0 . 5 5 
0 . 

0 . . 
0 . 5 1 
0 . 4 2 
0 . 9 5 
0 . 0 0 

0 . 4 1 
0 . 9 5 
0 . 0 0 
0 . 0 0 
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